MEMORANDUM
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

NORTHERN REGIONAL OFFICE

13901 Crown Court Woodbridge, VA 22193

SUBIJECT:  Staff-Initiated Modification of VPDES Permit VA0067954

TO: Louisa Regional WWTP 2013 Modification File
FROM: Alisen Thompson
DATE: July 29, 2013

The Louisa County Water Authority applied for a Virginia Pollution Abatement {VPA) Permit on March 15, 2013, for the land

application of sewage sludge generated by the Louisa Regional WWTP (VA0067954) and Zion Crossroads WWTP

(VA0090743). The Department of Environmental Quality — Northern Regional Office (DEQ-NRQ) deemed that application

administratively complete on June 3, 2013, following the public meeting. Since land application of biosolids will be covered

under the VPA permit, DEQ-NRO began a staff-initiated modification of the Louisa Regional WWTP VPDES Permit to remove

the redundant tand application requirements c¢ontained in the individual permit. This memorandum summarizes the changes to
the permit dated December 4, 2009, and scrves as the modification to the original Fact Sheet {Attachment 1).

The following discussions are numbered as they appear in the original Fact Sheet. The information contained in this
memorandum replaces or expands upon the information in the original Fact Sheet. :

1. Facility Contact: Wesley Basore . Telephone Number: (540)967-1122
2. Other Permits Associated with this Facility: VPAOO074
3. Owner Contact: Dean Rodgers Telephone Number: (540) 967-1122

11. Sludge Treatment and Disposal Methods:

Solids generated from the wastewater treatment are aerated in the two aerobic digesters, thickened and run through a belt press.
The old solids drying beds are used as a storage pad until the residuals are taken to land parcels located in Louisa County for land
application. The facility personnel will continue to do their own land application, but it will be permitted under the VPA permit
rather than the VPDES individual permit. The submitted sludge application indicates that disposal at the County’s landfill is the
back-up disposal method.

20.d. Other Permit Requirements:

In the current permit, Permit Section Part 1.E. details the requirements of the Sewage Sludge Management Plan, Sludge Monitoring
and Additional Reporting Requirements. Since these land application special conditions will now be contained in the VPA permit,
this section will beremoved from the modified permit.

The following reference tables were also removed from the permit because they were for the land application requirements:
Table 1, Recommended Plant Available Nitrogen (PAN) Application Rates
Table i, Estimated Yiclds :
Table IT1, Residual Plant Available Nitrogen (PAN)
Table IV, Methods of Sewage Sludge Analysis
Table V, Mcthods of Seil Analysis at Land Application Sites
Analytical Methods References

21. Other Special Conditions:
In the current permit, other special conditions are located in Permit Part LF. This section will now be relabeled as Permit Part
LE. Two standard sludge special conditions that were contained in the old Part L.E. of the permit have now been included in the

relabeled Part LE. of the VPDES permit: the Sludge Reopener Special Condition and the Sludge Use and Disposal Special
Condition.
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23. Changes to Permit from the Previously Issued Permit:

a) Special Conditions .
1)  Special conditions and Tables related to the land application of the sludge were removed during this medification.
2) Two standard siudge special conditions, Sludge Reopener and Sludge Use and Disposal, were retained in the
modified permit and were moved to the section of the permit containing Other Special Conditions.
3) Part ILA of the Permit was updated to include the requirement that all samples collected for the VPDES permit be
analyzed at a certified laboratory.

b} Monitoring and Effluent Limitations
-1)  Permit Part [.A.3. Sludge Monitoring and Limitations was removed.
2) Permit Part [LA.4. Soil Monitoring and Limitations was removed.

25. Public Notice Information:
First Public Netice Date: August 1, 2013 Second Public Notice Date: August 8, 2013

Public Notice Information is required by 9VAC25-31-280 B. All pertinent information is on filc and may be inspected, and copied
by contacting the: DEQ-NRQ, 13901 Crown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193, Telephone No. (703) 583-3834,
alison.thompson@deq.virginia.gov. See Attachment 2 for a copy of the public notice document.

Persons may comunent in writing or by email to the DEQ on the proposed permit action, and may request a public hearing, during the
comment period. Comments shall include the name, address, and telephone number of the writer and of all persons represented by
the commenter/requester, and shall contain a complete, concise statement of the factual basis for comments. Only those comments
received within this period will be considered. The DEQ may decide to hold a public hearing, including another comment period, if
public response is significant and there are substantial, disputed issues relevant to the permit. Requests for public hearings shall state
1) the reason why a hearing is requested; 2} a brief, informal statement regarding the nature and extent of the interest of the requester
or of those represented by the requester, including how and to what extent such interest would be directly and adverscly affected by
the permit; and 3) specific references, where possible, to terms and conditions of the permit with suggested revisions. Following the
comment period, the Board will make a determination regarding the proposed permit action. This determination will become
effective, unless the DEQ grants a public hearing. Due notice of any public hearing will be given. The public may request an
electronic ¢opy of the drafi permit and fact sheet or review the draft permit and application at the DEQ-NRO by appointment.

27. Additional Comments:

Staff Comments: Initially, the Louisa County Water Authority (LCW A) requested a modification to the VPDES permit to add
additional fields for land application for the Louisa Regional WWTP. Further discussion with Authority staff revealed that they
also planned to modify the Zion Crossroads WWTP permit to add land application requirements for the sludge generated at that
facility, In lieu of each permit having land application, the LCWA opted to apply for a separatc VPA permit for all land
application of the biosolids gencrated at the two WWTPs.

Public Comment: None
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This document gives pertinent information concerning the reissuance of the VPDES Permit listed below. This permit is
being processed as a Minor, Municipal permit. The discharge results from the operation of a 0.4 MGD wastewater
treatment plant with a future flow tier of 0.8 MGD. This permit action consists of updating the WQS, updating
boilerplate, incorporating a Water Effects Ratio Study for copper, and reviewing toxic limits. The effluent limitations and
special conditions contained in this permit will maintain the Water Quality Standards of 9 VAC 25-260-00 et seq.

1. Facility Name and Mailing  Louisa Regional WWTP SIC Code : 4952 WWTP
Address: PO Box 9
Louisa, VA 23093
Facility Location: 131 Pine Ridge Drive County: Louisa

(.8 miles south of State Route
22/ U.5. Route 33 intersection

Facility Contact Name: David Jones Telephone Number: (540) 967-0696
2. Permit No.: VA0067954 ]s:eliii’g;i:;e?;‘;f’f 3/29/2009
Other VPDES Permits associated with this facility: VANO30125
Other Permits associated with this facility: None
E2/E3/E4 Status: Not Applicable
3. Owner Name: Town of Louisa and County of Louisa
Owner Contact/Title: Barlow Delk, General Manager ~ Telephone Number: (540) 967-1122
4.  Application Complete Date:  10/2/08
Permit Drafted By: Alison Thompson Date Drafted: 7/30/09
Draft Permit Reviewed By:  Joan Crowther Date Reviewed: 8/12/09
Public Comment Period : Start Date:  10/15/09 End Date: 11/14/09
5. Receiving Waters Information: See Attachment 1 for the Flow Frequency Determination
Receiving Stream Name : Beaver Creek
Drainage Area at Outfall: ~ 0.57 sq.mi. River Mile: 5.88
Stream Basin: York Subbasin: York
Section: 3 Stream Class: m
Special Standards: none Waterbody ID: VAN-FOZR
7Q10 Low Flow: 0.003 MGD 7Q10 High Flow (Nov-Mar): 0.056 MGD
1Q10 Low Flow: 0.003 MGD 1Q10 High Flow (Nov-Mar): 0.043 MGD
Harmonic Mean Flow: 0.060 MGD 30Q5 Flow: 0.014 MGD
303(d) Listed: No 30Q10 Flow: | 0.078 MGD
TMDL Approved: Yes (for the Pamunkey)  Date TMDL Approved: 82106
6. Statutory or Regulatory Basis for Special Conditions and Effluent Limitations:
¥/ Siate Water Control Law ¥ EPA Guidelines
v Clean Water Act v/ Water Quality Standards
__‘._/.,_ VPDES Permit Regulation ___ Other
v EPA NPDES Regulation

7.  Licensed Operator Requirements: Class III for 0.4 MGD Class 11 for 0.8 MGD

8.  Reliability Class: Class I (Assigned 12/7/1983)

Attachment .1
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Permit Characterization:
Private v Effluent Limited Possible Interstate Effect
T Federal v Water Quality Limited o Compliance Schedule Required
o State v Toxics Monitoring Program Required : Interim Limits in Permit
Z POTW Z Pretreatment Program Required L Interim Limits in Other Document
v’ TMDL

Wastewater Sources and Treatment Description:

The Louisa Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is a 0.40-MGD facility. The County of Louisa and
Town of Louisa jointly own the WWTP. Wastewater from the County and Town is pumped to the influent pump
station; two variable speed pumps are used to pump the wastewater to the influent screens. The screened wastewater
flows to three oxidation ditches (run in series: anoxic, aerobic, polishing). During rain events, the wastewater is
directed to the final oxidation ditch and through the return of the solids, treated in the first two oxidation ditches.
This “storm mode” prevents the loss of the biomass in the first two ditches. The wastewater is then directed to the
two clarifiers, treated via ultraviolet disinfection, and discharged to Beaver Creek.

Plans are proceeding for the expansion and upgrade of this facility to a 0.80 MGD plant. This expansion was
addressed during the 2008 modification.

See the application for a facility schematic/diagram.

TABLE 1 - Outfall Description

Outfall Outfall
Discharge Sources Treatment Design Flow Latitude and
Number .
Longitude
Domestic and 38°00° 30" N
001 Commercial See Ttem 10 above. 0.4 MGD 770 59" 38" W

See Attachment 2 for a copy of the Mineral topographic map (DEQ map #171C).

Sludge Treatment and Disposal Methods:

Solids from the wastewater treatment are aerated in the two aerobic digesters, thickened and run through a belt
press. The old solids drying beds are used as a storage pad until the residuals are taken to a local farm for fand

application. The facility personnel do their own land application. The submitted sludge application indicates that
disposal at the County’s landfilt is the back-up disposal method.

Discharges, Intakes, Monitoring Stations, Other Items in Vicinity of Discharge

TABLE 2
VAO088421 Twin Oaks Community STP discharge to Polecat Creek
3-TYD000.02 One time monitoring station of Beaver Creek prior to the 1998 reissuance of
VA0067954.
8-SAR068.57 Ambient Monitoring Station on South Anna River used for stream information for the
1998 reissuance (BPT).
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Material Storage:
TABLE 3 - Material Storage
Materials Description Volume Stored SpllIIStorr;water Prevention
easures

Polymer Mixing tank for one day operation Stored inside
Caustic Soda 2500 gal bulk storage tank Stored under cover
Site Inspection:

Performed by DEQ inspection staff on March 11, 2009 with a follow up inspection on May 8, 2009. DEQ noted
that the ultra-violet (UV) disinfection system not functioning properly due to a blinking intensity meter and that the
auto sampler which was not collecting flow proportional composite samples. The facility also had several
taboratory deficiencies for improper sample analysis techniques and QA/QC procedures for Ammonia as Nitrogen,
Carbonaceous Oxygen Demand, and Total Suspended Solids. Copies of the inspection summaries have been placed
in the reissuance file. The facility is currently negotiating a Consent Order with DEQ for the deficiencies.

Receiving Stream Water Quality and Water Quality Standards:

a)

b)

Ambient Water Quality Data
The segment of Beaver Creek in Louisa County containing Louisa Regional WWTP is not listed in the 2008

305(b)/303(d) Integrated Report. The Pamunkey River Basin Bacteria TMDL was approved by the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on August 2, 2006. The TMDL included a waste load
allocation (WLA) for the Louisa Regional WWTP based off their maximum permitted design flow (0.4
MGD) at the time of TMDL completion. In the original TMDL, discharges from permitted point sources
were increased by two and five times the existing permit levels to determine the effect of possible
expansion by current facilities, or the issuance of new permits within the watershed. The increases did not
result in additional exceedances of the water quality standard. Thus, the TMDL was modified to include the
expanded discharge.

The 2008 305(b)/303(d) Integrated Report (IR) also includes the Virginia portions of the Chesapeake Bay
and its tributaries in the List of Impaired (Category 5) Waters for not meeting the aquatic life use support
goal. The IR indicates that 83% of the mainstem Bay does not support the aquatic life use support goal.
Nutrient enrichment is cited as one of the primary causes of impairment.

In response, the Virginia General Assembly amended the State Water Conirol Law in 2005 to include the
Chesapeake Bay Watershed Nutrient Credit Exchange Program. This statute set forth total nitrogen and
total phosphorus discharge restrictions within the bay watershed. Concurrently, the State Water Control
Board adopted new water quality criteria for the Chesapeake Bay and its tidal tributaries. These actions
necessitate the evaluation and the inclusion of nitrogen and phosphorus limits on discharges within the bay
watershed.

Receiving Stream Water Quality Criteria

Part IX of 9 VAC 25-260(360-550) designates classes and special standards applicable to defined Virginia
river basins and sections. The receiving stream Beaver Creek is located within Section 3 of the York River
Basin, and classified as a Class III water.

At all times. Class ITI waters must achieve a dissolved oxygen (D.0O.) of 4.0 mg/L or greater, a daily
average D.O. of 5.0 mg/L or greater, a temperature that does not exceed 32°C, and maintain a pH of 6.0-9.0
standard units (S.1U.).

Attachment 3 details other water quality criteria applicable to the receiving stream.
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Ammonia:

Since the instream waste concentration (IWC) during critical flows is greater that 99%, the stream quality
will mirror the effluent quality; therefore, it is appropriate to use the efftuent pH and temperature data for
criteria development. Staff reviewed the 90" percentile pH and temperature values that were established in
the 2004 reissuance to establish the criteria; the values are still appropriate and shall be carried forward for
this reissuance. A copy of the data has been placed in the file.

Metals Criteria (except Copper):

The Water Quality Criteria for some metals are dependent on the receiving stream’s hardness (expressed as
mg/l calcium carbonate). As with ammonia, since the IWC is 99% during critical flows, the effluent data
for hardness can be used to determine the metals criteria. The hardness-dependent metals criteria in
Attachment 3 are based on an average effluent value of 83 mg/L.; this average value was established during
the permit modification in 2008. A copy of the data has been placed in the file.

Copper Criteria and the Water Effects Ratio Study:

During the last reissuance, DEQ determined that limits were necessary for copper. Monitoring and a
Schedule of Compliance were included in the 2004 permit. As part of the 2008 modification, Louisa
County Water Authority requested that the limits be reviewed based on the additional total hardness and
copper data that were available for analysis.

LCWA pursued a Water Effects Ratio (WER) streamtined study for copper since the new data demonstrated
that a limit was still necessary. The first two samples for the WER were submitted to DEQ on August 21,
2007. One of the samples was rejected due to a high total suspended solids concentration, so an additional
sample was analyzed and the Final Streamlined WER Report was submitted to DEQ on March 24, 2008.

As of the date of the 2008 modification, the WER Report had not been approved by DEQ-WQS or EPA, so
the decision was made to move forward with the modification without reevaluating the copper limits.

DEQ-NRO received notice on July 21, 2009, that EPA had tentatively approved the WER Study as submitied.

Fact Sheet Section 24 includes a full discussion of the EPA approval. The WER results will be included in the
public notice of the permit. '

Calculation of the Chronic Copper Criterion ~ hardness = 83 mg/L:
WER * [e{0.8545[In(hardness)]-1.702}] * (CFc)

WER * 7.956 ug/L * 0.96
7.638 ug/L.

For Total Recoverable Copper Chronic, using the total Copper WER of 15.70:

WERLt * 7956 Note: The CFc is not used.
15.70 * 7.956

124.9 ug/L (DEQ-WQS notes that the value is rounded to 120 ug/L)
Calculation of the Acute Copper Criterion — hardness = 83 mg/L:

WER * [¢{0.9422[in(hardness)]-1.700}] * (CFc)
WER * 11.74 ug/L * 0.96

11.28 ug/L
For Total Recoverable Copper Acute, using the total Copper WER of 15.70:

WER! * 11.74 Note: The CFc is not used.
184.3 ug/L. (DEQ-WQS notes that the value is rounded to 180 ug/L)
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Bacteria Criteria:

The Virginia Water Quality Standards (9 VAC 25-260-170 B.) states sewage discharges shall be disinfected
to achieve the following criteria:

1) E. coli bacteria per 100 ml of water shail not exceed the following:
Geometric Mean’ Single Sample Maximum
Freshwater E. coli (N/100 ml) 126 235

'For two or more samples [taken during any calendar month].

¢} Receiving Stream Special Standards

The State Water Control Board's Water Quality Standards, River Basin Section Tables (9 VAC 25-260-360, 370

and 380) designates the river basins, sections, classes, and special standards for surface waters of the

Commonwealth of Virginia. The receiving stream, Beaver Creek, is located within Section 3 of the York Basin.

This section has not been designated with a special standard.
d)  Threatened or Endangered Species

The Virginia DGIF Fish and Wildlife Information System Database was searched for records to determine
if there are threatened or endangered species in the vicinity of the discharge. No threatened or endangered
species were confirmed in the vicinity of the discharge in a search conducted on June 7, 2007. The limits
proposed in this draft permit are protective of the Virginia Water Quality Standards and therefore, protect

any potential threatened and endangered species found near the discharge. A copy of the search has been
placed in the file.

Antidegradation (9 VAC 25-260.30):

All state surface waters are provided one of three levels of antidegradation protection. For Tier 1 or existing use
protection, existing uses of the water body and the water quality to protect these uses must be maintained. Tier 2
water bodies have water quality that is better than the water quality standards. Significant lowering of the water
quality of Tier 2 waters is not allowed without an evaluation of the economic and social impacts. Tier 3 water bodies

are exceptional waters and are so designated by regulatory amendment. The antidegradation policy prohibits new or
expanded discharges into exceptional waters.

The receiving stream has been classified as Tier 1 based on an evaluation of the critical stream flows. The drainage
area above the discharge point is 0.57 sq.mi. and the 7Q10 is 0.003 MGD. At times, the discharge volume is much
greater than the flow in the stream. It is staft’s best professional opinion that the instream waste concentration is
essentially 100% during critical stream flows, and the water quality of the stream will mirror the quality of the
effluent. Permit limits proposed have been established by determining wasteload allocations which will result in
attaining and/or maintaining all water quality criteria which apply to the receiving stream, including narrative
criteria. These wasteload allocations will provide for the protection and maintenance of all existing uses.

Effluent Screening, Wasteload Allocation, and Effluent Limitation Development :

To determine water quality-based effluent limitations for a discharge, the suitability of data must first be determined.
Data is suitable for analysis if one or more representative data points is equal to or above the quantification level
("QL") and the data represent the exact pollutant being evaluated.

Next, the appropriate Water Quality Standards are determined for the potlutants in the effluent. Then, the Wasteload
Allocations (WLA) are calculated. The WLA values are then compared with available effluent data to determine the
need for effluent limitations. Effluent limitations are needed if the 97th percentile of the daily effiuent concentration
values is greater than the acute wasteload allocation or if the 97th percentile of the four-day average effluent
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concentration vatues is greater than the chronic wasteload allocation. Effiuent limitations are the calculated on the
most limiting WLA, the required sampling frequency, and statistical characteristics of the effluent data.

a)  Effluent Screening:
Effluent data obtained from the permit application and the last year of DMRs were reviewed and determined
10 be suitable for evaluation. There have been exceedances of the established limitations for Zinc. Ttis
believed that the high zinc concentrations are a result of the zinc orthophosphate fed as a corrosion inhibitor at
the water plant. There have also been recent violations of the TKN limits and once instance of the effluent pH
below the minimum limit of 6.0 s.u.

The fotllowing pollutants require a wasteload allocation analysis: Copper and Ammonia. The Zinc limit was
re-evaluated during the 2008 modification. Staff does not believe that it needs another wasteload allocation
analysis with this reissuance.

b) Mixing Zones and Wasteload Allocations (WL As).

Wasteload allocations (WLAs) are calculated for those parameters in the effluent with the reasonable
potential to cause an exceedance of water quality criteria. The basic calculation for establishing a WLA s the
steady state complete mix equation:

WLA _ Col Qe +(f)(Q)]- [(CHFI(Q)]
Q.
Where: WLA = Wasteload allocation
G, = In-stream water quality criteria
Q. = Design flow
f = Decimal fraction of critical flow from mixing evaluation
Q; = Critical receiving stream flow

(1Q10 for acute aquatic life eriteria; 7Q10 for chronic aquatic life criteria; 30Q10 for chronic
ammenia; harmenic mean for carcinogen-human health criteria; and 30Q5 for non-carcinogen
hurnan health criteria)

C, = Mean background concentration of parameter in the receiving
stream.,

The Water Quality Standards contain two distinct mixing zone requirements. The first requirement is general
in nature and requires the "use of mixing zone concepts in evaluating permit limits for acute and chronic
standards.in 9 VAC 25-260-140.B". The second requirement is specific and establishes special restrictions
for regulatory mixing zones "established by the Board".

The Department of Environmental Quality uses a simplified mixing model to estimate the amount of mixing

of a discharge with the receiving siream within specified acute and chronic exposure periods. The simplified

model contains the following assumptions and approximations:

—  The effluent enters the stream from the bank, either via a pipe, channel or ditch.

- The effluent velocity isn't significantly greater (no more than 1 - 2 ft/sec greater) than the stream
velocity.

- The receiving stream is much wider than its depth (width at least ten times the depth).

. Diffusive mixing in the longitudinal direction (lengthwise) is insignificant compared with advective
transport (flow).

- Complete vertical mixing occurs instantancously at the discharge point. This is assumed since the
stream depth is much smaller than the stream width.

- Lateral mixing (across the width) is a linear function of distance downstream.

- The effluent is neutrally buoyant (e.g. the effluent discharge temperature and salmnity are not
significantly different from the stream's ambient temperature and salinity).

- Complete mix is determined as the point downstream where the variation in concentration is 20% or less
across the width and depth of the stream.

- The velocity of passing and drifting organisms is assumed equat to the stream velocity.
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If it is suitably demonstrated that a reasonable potential for lethality or chronic impacts within the physical
mixing area doesn't exist, then the basic complete mix equation, with 100% of the applicable stream flow, is
appropriate. If the mixing analysis determines there is a potential for lethality or chronic impacts within the
physical mixing area, then the proportion of stream flow that has mixed with the effluent over the allowed
exposure time is used in the basic complete mix equation. As such, the wasteload allocation equation is
modified to account for the decimal fraction of critical flow ).

Staff derived wasteload allocations where parameters are reasonably expected to be present in an effluent
(e.g., total residual chlorine where chlorine is used as a means of disinfection) and where effluent data
indicate the pollutant is present in the discharge above quantifiable levels. With regard to the QOutfall 001
discharge, ammonia as N is likely present since this is a WWTP treating sewage, and monitoring indicates
Zinc and Copper are present in the discharge.

Effluent Limitations Toxic Pollutants, Outfall 001 -

9 VAC 25-31-220.D. requires limits be imposed where a discharge has a reasonable potential to cause or
contribute to an in-stream excursion of water quality criteria. Those parameters with WLAs that are near
effluent concentrations are evaluated for limits.

The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-230.D. requires that monthly and weekly average limitations
be imposed for continuous discharges from POTWs and monthly average and daily maximum limitations be
imposed for all other continuous non-POTW discharges.

1Y Ammonia as N:

Staff evaluated the new effluent data and has concluded it is not significantly different than what was
used to derive the existing ammonia limits (Attachment 4). Therefore, existing seasonal ammonia
limitations ‘are proposed to continue in the reissued permit. The ammonia limits at the 0.8 flow tier are
higher than those at the existing tier due to a change in the ammonia criteria that occurred after the 0.4
tier limits were established.

2)  Total Recoverable Zinc:

During the last reissuance, DEQ determined that limits were necessary for zinc. Monitoring and a Schedule
of Compliance were included in the 2004 permit reissuance. As part of the 2008 modification, Louisa
County Water Authority requested that the limits be reviewed based on the additional total hardness and zinc
data that were available for analysis. An average hardness of 83 mg/L was used to calculate the new zinc
criteria and WLAs. The zinc limit was revised to 100 mg/L as part of the 2008 modification. See
Attachment 4 for the derivation of the zinc limits.

3) Total Recoverable Copper:

During the 2004 reissuance, DEQ determined that limits were necessary for copper. LCWA performed a
WER Study which was preliminarily approved by EPA on July 21, 2009. The study determined that the
site-specific Water Effects Ratio is 15.70. This value is used to calculate the acute and chronic copper
criteria which are used to calculate the new WLAs. Staff used all effluent data that exceeded the current
limit of 7.4 ug/L in the evaluation. The new analysis shows that no limit is necessary for Copper. See
Attachment 4 for the statistical evaluation.

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring, Outfall 001 — Conventional and Non-Conventional Pollutants

No changes to dissolved oxygen (D.0.), carbonaceous biochemical oxygen demand-5 day (CBODs) at the 0.4

MGD tier, biochemical oxygen demand-5 day (BODs} at the 0.8 MGD tier, total suspended solids (TSS), and
pH limitations are proposed. '

BOD:s limitations were based on a downstream inspection done by the Valley Regional Office from July 21,
1994 and staff guidance dated March 9, 1987, “Advisory Notification of Effluent Limits for Swamps and
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Marsh Waters.” This guidance from A. J. Anthony is applicable to waters such as the downstream conditions
of Beaver Creek where the water is shallow, flow is intermittent, and the waters cannot be easily modeled.
Staff's discussion from the previous permit is found in Attachment 7. Staff believes that these assumptions
are also appropriate for the expanded flow tier.

The limit for Total Suspended Solids at the 0.4 MGD tier is based on the federal effluent guideline for

Secondary Treatment, When the facility expands, the TSS limit shall be 20 mg/L. This limit is based on
staff’s best professional judgment and negotiations with the permittee.

pH limitations are set at the water quality criteria.
£ -coli limitations are in accordance with the Water Quality Standards 9 VAC25-260-170.

Effluent Annual Average Limitations and Monitoring, Outfall 001 — Nutrients

VPDES Regulation 9 VAC 25-31-220(D) requires effluent limitations that are protective of both the
numerical and narrative water quality standards for state waters, including the Chesapeake Bay.

As discussed in Section 15, significant portions of the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries are listed as
impaired with nutrient enrichment cited as one of the primary causes. Virginia has committed to protecting
and restoring the Bay and its tributaries.

The State Water Control Board adopted new Water Quality Criteria for the Chesapeake Bay in March 2005.
In addition to the Water Quality Standards, there are three new regulations that necessitate nutrient
limitations:

- 9 VAC 25-40 - Regulation for Nutrient Enriched Waters and Dischargers within the Chesapeake Bay
Watershed requires discharges with design flows of >0.04 mgd to treat for TN and TP to either BNR levels
(TN =8 mg/l; TP = 1.0 mg/l) or SOA levels (TN =3.0 mg/l and TP = 0.3 mg/l).

- 9VAC 25-720 — Water Quality Management Plan Regulation sets forth TN and TP maximum wasteload
allocations for facilities with design flows of >0.5 mgd limiting the mass Joading from these discharges.

- 9 VAC 25-820 General Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System ( VPDES) Watershed Permit
Regulation for Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus Discharges and Nutrient Trading in the Chesapeake Bay
Watershed in Virginia was approved by the State Water Control Board on September 6, 2006 and became
effective January 1, 2007. This regulation specifies and controls the nitrogen and phosphorus loadings from
facilities and specifies facilities that must register under the general permit. Nutrient loadings for those
facilities registered under the general permit as well as compliance schedules and other permit requirements,
shall be authorized, monitored, limited, and otherwise regulated under the general permit and not this

individual permit. The facility has received coverage under the General Permit with permit number
VANO030125.

The annuat loadings for the Nutrient General Permit for Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus for the Louisa
Regional STP were determined using the existing conditions and the “permitted design capacity”, which s
defined in 62.1-44.19.

Existing conditions: TN = 18.7 mg/L x 0.4 MGD x 8.3438 x 365 days = 22,780 1b/yr
TP = 2.5mg/L x 0.4 MGD x 8.3438 x 365 days = 3,045 Ib/yr

Nutrient Monitoring at the 0.4 MGD tier will continue with this reissuance at a frequency of once per month.

Monitoring for Nitrates + Nitrites, Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total Nitrogen, and Totat Phosphorus are
included in this permit for the 0.8 MGD flow tier. Annual average effluent limitations, as well as monthly
and year to date calculations, for Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus are also included. The monitoring is
needed to protect the Water Quality Standards of the Chesapeake Bay. Monitoring frequencies are set at the
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frequencies set forth in 9 VAC 25-820. The Annual Average concentrations are in conformance with the

nutrient guidance for Chesapeake Bay dischargers as well as the WQIF Grant Agreement.
f) Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Summaty.

The effluent limitations are presented in the following table. Limits were established for Flow, CBOD;s,
BOD:;, Total Suspended Solids, Ammonia as Nitrogen, pH, Dissolved Oxygen, Total Recoverable Zinc, Total
Nitrogen at the 0.8 MGD tier, Total Phosphorus at the 0.8 MGD tier, and E. coli. Monitoring is included for
TKN, Nitrate+Nitrite, and Chronic Toxicity.

The mass loading (kg/d) for monthly and weekly averages were calculated by multiplying the concentration
values (mg/1), with the flow values (in MGD) and a conversion factor of 3.785.

The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-30 and 40 CFR Part 133 require that the facility achieve at
least 85% removal for BOD/CBOD and TSS (or 65% for equivalent to secondary). The limits in this permit
are water-quality-based effluent limits and result in greater than 85% removal.

Sample Type and Frequency are in accordance with the recommendations in the VPDES Permit Manual.

Antibacksliding:

The Total Recoverable Zinc limits tier were revised as part of the 2008 permit modification based on the additional
total hardness and effluent data. The backsliding proposed conformed to the anti-backsliding provisions of Section
402(0) of the Clean Water Act, 9 VAC 25-31-220.L., and 40 § CFR 122.44. The zinc tmits are water quality based
effluent limits. Also, the coefficient of variation used to derive the limits is better because there is new data. The

revisions to the limits are allowed since the revisions comply with the water quality standards 402(0)(3) and they are
consistent with antidegradation 303(d)4)(B).

The Total Recoverable Copper limits were removed as part of this reissuance based on the updated total hardness and
effluent data provided as part of the 2008 modification and based on the results of the Water Effects Ratio Study
conducted by the facility. The backsliding proposed conformed to the anti-backsliding provisions of Section 402(o0)
of the Clean Water Act, 9 VAC 25-31-220.L., and 40 § CFR 122.44. The copper limits are water quality based
effluent limits. The revisions to the limits are allowed since the revisions comply with the water quality standards
402(0)(3) and they are consistent with antidegradation 303(d)(4)(B).
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19. Effluent Limitations/Monitoring Requirements:
Design flow is 0.40 MGD.

Effective Dates; During the period beginning with the permit's effective date and lasting until the CTO for the 0.8 MGD
flow tier or the expiration date, whichever comes first.

PARAMETER BASIS FOR DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS REQUIREMENTS
. Mouthly Average . Average  Minimum _ Maximum  Frequency ~ Sampie l¥pS
Flow (MGD) NA NL NA NA NL Continuous
pH 3 NA NA 608.U, 9.05.U. VD
CBOD; 3.5 10 mg/L 15 ke/day IS mg/l. 23 ke/day NA NA 3ID/W
Total Suspended Solids (TSS) 1 30 mg/l. 45 kg/day 45 mg/L. 68 kg/day NA NA 3ID/W
Dissolved Oxygen 3 NA NA 6.0 mg/L. NA /D
Toual Kjeldah! Nitrogen (TKN) 3.6 NL mp/L NA NA NA 1/M
Ammonia, as N (April-October) 3 2.2 mp/L 3.0 mg/L NA NA 3D
Ammonia. as N (November-March) 3 4.8 mg/L 6.5 mg/L NA NA 3D/W
E. coli {Geometric Mean} 3 126 n/100mls NA NA NA 3IDW
Nitrate+Nitrite, as N 3,6 NL mg/L. NA NA NA /M 8HC
Totat Nitrogen ™ 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA M Calculated
Total Nitrogen — Year to Date ™ 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA M Calculated
Total Nitrogen - Calendar Year b 3,6 NL mg/L NA NA NA /YR Calculated
Total Phosphorus 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA I'M 8HC
Total Phosphorus - Year 10 Date i 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA I'M Calculated
Total Phosphorus - Calendar Year ™ 3.6 NL. mg/L NA NA NA VYR Calculated
Zinc. Total Recoverable 3 100 ug/L. 100 ug/l NA NA M Grab
Chronic Toxicity — C. dubia (TU,) NA NA NA NL /YR 8 HC
Chronic Toxicity — P. promelas (TU,) NA NA NA NL YR 8 HC
The basis for the limitations codes are: MGD = Million gallons per day. I/D = Once every day.

|. Federal Effiuent Requirements NA = Not applicable. I/M = Once every month.

2. Best Professional Judgement NL = No limit; monitor and report. 3D/W = Three days a week.

3. Water Quality Standards S.U. = Standard units. I/YR = Once every calendar year.

4, DEQ Disinfection Guidance TIRE = Totalizing, indicating and recording equipment.

5, Swream Model

6. 9 VAC 25-40 (Nutrient Regulation}

8HC = A flow proportional composite sample collected manually or automatically, and discretely or continuously, for the entire discharge of the

Monitored 8-hour period. Where discrete sampling is cmployed. the permittee shall coltect a minimum of eight (8) aliquots for compositing.
Discrete sampling may be fiow proportioned either by varying the time interval between cach aliquot or the volume of each aliquot. Time
composite samples consisting of a minimum eight (8) grab samples obtained at hourly or smaller imervals may be collected

Where the permittee demonstrates that the discharge flow rate {gallons per minute) does not vary by =10% or more during the monitored
discharge.

Grab = An individual sample collected over a period of time not to exceed |5-minutes.
a. Total Nitrogen = Sum of TKN plus Nitrate+Nitrite

b. See Section 20.2 for the caleulation of the Nutrient Calculations.
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19. Effluent Limitations/Monitoring Requirements:

Design flow is 0.80 MGD.
Effective Dates: During the period beginning with the CTO for the 0.8 MGD flow tier and lasting until the expiration
date.
PARAMETER oy DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS R;‘g&‘ggﬁggs
Flow (MGD) NA NA NL
pH 3 NA NA 6.05.U. 9.08.U.
CBOD; 3.5 10 mg/L. 30 kg/day 15 mg/L 45 keg/day NA NA 3DVW 8H-C
Total Suspended Solids (TSS) 2 20 mg/L. 60 kg/day 30 mp/L. 91 kg/day NA NA IDW $H-C
Dissolved Oxygen 3 NA NA 6.0 mg/L NA 7)) Grab
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen ¢TKN) 3 NL mg/L NA NA NA 17w SH-C
Ammonia, as N (April-October) 3.5 5.1 mg/L 6.8 mg/lL NA NA IDIW gH-C
Ammonia, as N (November-March) 3.5 8.5mg/L 11.5mg/L NA NA IDIW 8H-C
E. coli (Geometric Mean) 3 126 n/100mls NA NA NA /D Grab
Nitrate+Nitrite, as N 3.6 - NL mgfL. NA NA NA 127w 8H-C
Toial Nitrogen ™ 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA 112W Calculated
Total Nitrogen — Year to Date ™ 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA M Calculated
Total Niirogen - Calendar Year ® 3,6 8.0 mg/L. NA NA NA I/YR Calculated
Total Phosphoris 3 NL mg/L NA NA NA 112W 8H-C
Total Phosphorus — Year to Date b 3.6 NL mg/L NA NA NA M Calculated
Total Phosphorus - Catendar Year * 3.6 1.0 mg/L NA NA NA I/YR Calculated
Zinc, Total Recoverable 3 100 pg/L 100 pg/L NA NA IM Grab
Chronic Toxicity — C. dubia (TU,) NA NA NA NL 1/YR 8H-C
Chronic Toxicity — P. promelas (TU,) NA NA NA NL /YR 8H-C
The basis for the limitations codes are: MGD = Million gallons per day. I/D = Once every day.
1. Federal Effluent Requirements NA = Not applicable. 1/M = Once every month.
2. Best Professional Judgment NL = No limit; monitor and report. 12W = Once every two weeks, >7
days apart
3. Water Quality Standards $.U. = Standard units. 3D/W = Three days a week.
4, DEQ Disinfection Guidance TIRE = Totalizing, indicating and recording equipment. 1/YR = Once every calendar year.
5. Stream Model
6. 9 VAC 25-40 (Nutrient Regulation)

8H-C = A flow proportional composite sample coliccted manually or automatically. and discretely or continuously, for the entire discharge of the
Monitored 8-hour period. Where discrete sampling is employed. the permittee shall collect a minimum of eight (8) aliquots for compositing.
Discrete sampling may be flow proportioned either by varying the time interval between each atiquot or the volume of each aliguot. Time
composite sampes consisting of a minimum eight (8) grab samples obtained at hourly or smalter intervals may be collected

Where the permitiee demonstrates that the discharge flow rate ( gallons per minute) does not vary by 210% or more during the monitored
discharge.

Grab = An individual sample collected over a period of time not to exceed |5-minutes.
a. Total Nitrogen = Sum of TKN plus Nitrate+Nitrite

b, See Section 20.a. for the cafculation of the Nutrient Calcutations.
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20. Other Permit Reguirements:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Part LB. of the permit contains quantification levels and compliance reporting instructions.

9 VAC 25-31-190.L.4.c. requires an arithmetic mean for measurement averaging and 9 VAC 25-31-220.D.
requires limits be imposed where a discharge has a reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an in-stream
excursion of water quality criteria. Specific analytical methodologies for toxics are listed in this permit section
as well as quantification levels (QLs) necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable permit limitations or
for use in future evaluations to determine if the pollutant has reasonable potential to cause or contribute to a
violation. Required averaging methodologies are also specified.

The calculations for the Nitrogen and Phosphorus parameters shall be in accordance with the calculations set
forth in 9 VAC 25-820 General Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (VPDES) Watershed Permit
Regulation for Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus Discharges and Nutrient Trading in the Chesapeake Bay
Watershed in Virginia. §62.1-44.19:13 of the Code of Virginia defines how annual nutrient loads are to be
calculated; this is carried forward in 9 VAC 25-820-70. As annual concentrations (as opposed to loads) are
limited in the individual permit, these reporting calculations are intended to reconcile the teporting calculations
between the permit programs, as the permittee is collecting a single set of samples for the purpose of
ascertaining compliance with two permits.

Permit Section Part 1.C.. details the requirements for Toxics Management Program,

The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-210 requires monitoring and 9 VAC 25-31-220.1, requires
limitations in the permit to provide for and assure compliance with ail applicable requirements of the State
Water Control Law and the Clean Water Act. A TMP is imposed for municipal facilities with a design rate >1.0
MGD, with an approved pretreatment program of required to develop a pretreatment program, or those
determined by the Board based on effluent variability, compliance history, IWC, and receiving stream
characteristics.

Louisa Regional began TMP testing with the 2003 reissuance since the facility has a Categorical Industry that
discharges to the WWTP. The facility passed the quarterly testing and the monitoring was reduced to annual.
Staff proposes to continue annual monitoring with two species with this reissuance. The details for the test
species, calculations, and the testing schedule are contained in this section of the permit.

Permit Section Part LD., details the requirements of a Pretreatment Program.

The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-210 requires monitoring and 9 VAC 25-31-220.D. requires all
discharges to protect water quality. The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-730. through 900., and 40
CFR Part 403 requires POTWs with a design flow of >5 MGD and receiving from Industrial Users (IUs)
poltutants which pass through or interfere with the operation of the POTW or are otherwise subject to
pretreatment standards to develop a pretreatment program. ‘

Since the Louisa Regional WWTP is a POTW and receives flow from a categorical industry, Paul Decorative
Products. the WWTP shatl be required to develop a pretreatment program with this reissuance of the permit.
Program requirements and reporting are found in this section of the permit.

Permit Section Part 1LE. details requirements of the Sewage Sludge Management Plan, Sludge Monitoring and
Additional Reporting Requirements.

1. Regulaticns:

The VPDES Permit Regulation (VAC 25-31-10 et seq.), has incorporated technical standards for the use or

disposal of sewage sludge, specifically land appl ication and surface disposal, promulgated under 40 CFR Part
503.

The Permit Regulation (9 VAC 25-31-420) also establishes the standards for the use or disposal of sewage
sludge. This part establishes standards that consist of general requirements, pollutant limits, management
practices, and operational standards for the final use or disposal of sewage sludge generated during the
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treatment of domestic sewage in the treatment works.

2. Evaluations;
Sludge Classification:

The Louisa Regional WWTP is considered as Class 1 sludge management facility. The permit regulation (9
VAC 25-31-500) defines a Class I sludge management facility as any POTW which is required to have an
approved pretreatment program defined under Part VI of the VPDES Permit Regulation (9 VAC 25-31-730t0
900) and/or any treatment works treating domestic sewage sludge that has been classified as a Class I facility by
the Board because of the potential for its sewage studge use or disposal practice to adversely affect public health
and the environment.

Sludge Poliutant Concentration:

The average pollutant concentrations from sewage sludge analyses provided as part of the Louisa Regional
WWTP application for the permit reissuance are presented in Table 4. The analysis results are from samples
collected during the period from 2006 through 2008.

Table 4 - Louisa Regional WWTP Results

Pollutant Average Sample Type
Concentration
{mg/kg dry weight)
Arsenic <0.5 Composite
Cadmium <l Composite
Copper 1143 Composite
Lead 7 Composite
Mercury 0.11 Composite
Molybdenum 0.7 Composite
Nickel <12.5 Composite
Selenium 0.6 Composite
Zine 133.5 Composite

All sewage sludge applied to the land must meet the ceiling concentration for pollutants, listed in Table 5.

Sewage sludge applied to the land must also meet either
loading rate limits, or annual pollutant loading rate limits, also listed in Table 5.

Cumulative pollutant loading limits or annual poliuta

pollutant concentration limits, cumulative pollutant

nt loading limits may be applied to sewage sludge

exceeding pollutant concentration limits but meeting the ceiling concentrations, depending upon the levels of

treatment achieved and the form (bulk or bag) o
limits are instantaneous values and pollutant concentratio

f sludge applied. It should be noted that ceiling concentration
i limits are monthly average values. Calculations of

cumulative pollutant loading should be based on the monthly average values and the annual whole sludge

application rate.
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Pollutant Ceiling Pollutant Cumulative Pollutant Annual Pollutant Rate
' Concentration Concentration Loading Rate Limits Limits for APLR Sewage
Limits for All Limits for EQ and for CPLR Sewage Studge (kg/hectare/356 day
Sewage Sludge | PC Sewage Sludge Sludge period)**
Applied to Land (mg/kg)* (kg/hectare)
(mg/kg)*
Arsenic 75 41 41 2.0
Cadmium 85 39 39 1.9
Copper 4,300 1,500 1,500 75
Lead 840 300 300 15
Mercury 57 17 17 0.85
Molybdenum 75 --- --- ---
Nickel 420 420 420 21
Selenium 100 100 100 5.0
Zinc 7,500 2,800 2,800 140
Applies to: All sewage Bulk sewage sludge | Bulk sewage sludge Bagged sewage
sludge that is and bagged sewage
land applied sludge
From Table 1, Table 3, Table 2, Table 4,
VPDES 9 VAC 25-3}- 9 VAC 25-31-540 9 VAC 25-31-540 9 VAC 25-31-540
Permit Reg. 540
Part V1

"Dry-weight basis
"Bagged sewage sludge is sold or given away in a bag or other container.

Comparing data from Table 4 with Table 5 shows that metal concentrations are significantly below the ceiling
and PC concentration requirements.

3. Options for Meeting Land Application:

There are four equally safe options for meeting land application requirements. The options include the
Exceptional Quality (EQ) option, the Pollutant Concentration (PC) option, the Cumulative Pollutant Loading
Rate (CPLR) option, and the Annual Pollutant Loading Rate (APLR) option.

Pollutant Concentration (PC) is the type of siudge that may only be applied in bulk and is subject to general
requirements and management practices; however, tracking of pollutant loadings to the land is not required.
The siudge from the Louisa Regional STP is considered Poliutant Concentration (PC) sewage sludge for the
following reasons:

a) The bulk sewage sludge from the Louisa Regional STP meets the PC limits in Table 1 of VPDES Permit
Regulation Part VI, 9 VAC 25-31-540.

b) The VPDES Permit Regulation, Part VI, Subpart D, (9 VAC 25-31-690 through 720) establishes the
requirements for pathogen reduction in sewage sludge. The Louisa Regional WWTP is considered to
produce a Class B sludge in accordance with the regulation (9 VAC 25-31-710.B.2. - Class B -Alternative
2. Alternative 2 defines Class B sludge as "Sewage sludge that is used or disposed that has been treated in
a process that is equivalent to a Process to Significantly Reduce Pathogens (PSRP), as described in (9
VAC 25-31-710.D.). The Louisa Regional WWTP treats sludge using an aerobic digestion process to
reduce pathogens in accordance with the requirements of @ VAC 25-31-710.D.1.

¢) The VPDES Permit Regulation, Part V1, Subpart D, (9 VAC 25-31-690 through 720} also establishes
the requirements for Vector Attraction Reduction in sewage sludge. Based on the information supplied
with the VPDES Sludge Application, the Louisa Regional WWTP meets the requirements for Vector
Attraction Reduction as defined by (9 VAC 25-31-720.B.4): the specific oxygen uptake rate for aerobicalty
digested sludge, calculated according to the method in 9 VAC 25-31 -4%0.B.6.
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4) Parameters to be Monitored:

In order to assure the sludge quality, the following parameters require monitoring: Arsenic, Cadmium, Copper,
Lead, Mercury, Molybdenum, Nickel, Selenium, and Zinc.

In order to ensure that proper nutrient management and pH management practices are employed, the following
parameters are required: pH, Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Ammonia Nitrogen, Nitrate Nitrogen, Total Phosphorus,
Total Potassium, and Alkalinity (lime treated studge should be analyzed for percent calcium carbonate
equivalence). The nutrient and pH monitoring requirements apply only if the permittee land applies their own
sludge. Since Louisa Regional WWTP land applies their own sludge, they are required to menitor all
parameters.

Soil monitoring in conjunction with soil productivity information is tritical, especialy for frequent applications,
to making sound sludge application decisions from both an environmental and an agronomic standpoint. Since
Louisa Regionai WWTP land applies their own sludge, they are required to perform soil monitoring.

5) Monitoring Frequency:

The monitoring frequency is based on the amount of sewage sludge applied in a given 365-day period. The
permit application indicates that the total dry metric tons of sewage sludge generated at Louisa Regional
WWTP are 72.9 dry metric tons per 365-day period. The monitoring frequency for facilities that produce up to
290 metric tons per 365-day period is once per year.

Louisa Regional WWTP is required to provide the results of all monitoring performed in accordance with Part
L.A., and information on management practices and appropriate certifications no later than February 19" of each
year (as required by the 503 regulations) to the Northern Regional Office of the Department of Environmental
Quality. Each report must document the previous calendar year’s activities.

6) Sampling:

Representative sampling is an important aspect of monitoring. Because the pollutant limits periain to the
quality of the final scwage sludge applied to the land, samples must be collected after the last treatment process
prior to land application. Composite samples should be required for all samplings from this facility.

7) Sludge Management Plan (SMP):

The SMP is required to be part of the VPDES permit application. The VPDES Sewage Sludge Permit
Application Form and its attachments will constitute the applicant’s SMP. Any proposed sewage treatment
works treating domestic sewage must submit a SMP with the appropriate VPDES permit application forms at
least 180 days prior to the date proposed for commencing operations. The permittee shall conduct all sewage
sludge use or disposal activities in accordance with the SMP approved with the issuance of this permit. Any
proposed changes in the sewage sludge use or disposal practices or procedures followed by the permittee shall
be documented and submitted for Virginia Department of Environmental Quality review and approval no less
than 90 days prior to the effective date of the changes,

Upon approval, the SMP becomes an enforceable part of the permit. The permit may be modified or
alternatively revoked and reissued to incorporate limitations/conditions necessitated by substantial changes in
sewage sludge use or disposal practices.

Louisa Regional WWTP has submitted the VPDES Sewage Sludge Permit Application Form and its
attachments as well as a2 Nutrient Management Plan, The application is on file at the Northern Regional Office
of the Department of Environmental Quality.

8) Reporting Requirements:
The reporting requirements are for POTWs with a design flow rate equal to or greater than 1 MGD (majors),
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POTWs that serve a population of 10,000 or greater, and Class I sludge management facilities. A permit special
condition, which requires these generators to submit an annual report on February 19™ of each year, is included.
The Louisa Regionat WWTP shall use the Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) forms as part of the annual
report. A sample form (SP1 and S01) with proper DMR parameter codes and its instructions are provided. In
addition to the DMR forms, the generators who land apply sewage sludge are responsible for submitting the
additional information required by 9 VAC 25-31-590, i.e.. appropriate certification statements, descriptions of
how pathogen and vector attraction reduction requirements are met, descriptions of how the management

practices (if applicable) are being met, and descriptions of how site restrictions (if applicable) are being met.

9)Records Keeping:
This special condition outlines record retention requirements for sludge meeting Class B pathogen reduction

and vector attraction reduction alternative 1-10. Table 7 presents the record keeping requirements.

Table 7: Record Keeping for PC Sludge
Pollutant concentrations of each pollutant in Part 1. A.3. of the permit;
Description of how the pathogen reduction requirement in Part 1.A3. of the permit are met;
Description of how the vector attraction requirements in Part LA.3. of the permit are met;
Description of how the management practice specified in the approved Sludge Management Plan
and/or the permit are met;
Description of how the site restriction specified in the Sludge Management Plan and/or the permit are
met;
Certification statement in Part LE.21.b.f. of the permit.

PO RUCR R SR

Lh

Other Special Conditions :

a)

b)

c)

d)

€)

g)

95% Capacity Reopener. The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-200.B.2. requires all POTWs and
PVOTWs develop and submit a plan of action to DEQ when the monthly average influent flow to their
sewage treatment plant reaches 93% or more of the design capacity authorized in the permit for each month
of any three consecutive month period. This facility is a POTW.

Indirect Dischargers. Required by VPDES Permit Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31-280 B.9 for POTWs and
PVOTW:s that receive waste from someone other than the owner of the treatment works.

0O&M Manual Requirement. Required by Code of Virginia §62.1-44.19; Sewage Collection and Treatment
Regulations, 9 VAC 25-790; VPDES Permit Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31-190.E. Within 90 days of the
effective date of this permit, the permittee shall submit for approval an Operations and Maintenance (O&M)
Manual or a statement confirming the accuracy and completeness of the current O&M Manual to the
Department of Environmental Quality, Northern Regional Office (DEQ-NRO). Future changes to the facility
must be addressed by the submittal of a revised O&M Manual within 90 days of the changes. Non-
compliance with the O&M Manual shall be deemed a violation of the permit.

CTC. CTO Reguirement. The Code of Virginia § 62.1-44.19; Sewage Collection and Treatment Regulations,
9 VAC 25-790 requires that all treatment works treating wastewater obtain a Certificate to Construct prior to
commencing construction and to obtain a Certificate to Operate prior to commencing operation of the
treatment works.

Licensed Operator Requirement. The Code of Virginia at §54.1-2300 ct seq. and the VFDES Permit
Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-200 D, and Rules and Regulations for Waterworks and Wastewater Works
Operators (18 VAC 160-20-10 et seq.) requires licensure of operators. This facility requires a Class III
operator at the 0.4 MGD tier and a Class Il operator at the 0.8 MGD tier.

Reliabiljty Class. The Sewage Coliection and Treatment Regulation at 9 VAC 25-790 requires sewerage
works achieve a certain level of reliability in order to protect water quality and pubtic health consequences in
the event of component or system failure. The facility is required to meet a reliability Class of I.

Water Quality Criteria Reopener, The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-220 D. requires
establishment of effluent limitations to ensure attainment/maintenance of receiving stream water quality




h)

»

k)

)
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criteria. Should effluent monitoring indicate the need for any water quality-based limitations, this permit may
be modified or alternatively revoked and reissued to incorporate appropriate limitations. '

Sludge Reopener. The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-200.C.4. requires all permits issued to
treatment works treating domestic sewage (including sludge-only facilities) include a reopener clause
allowing incorporation of any applicable standard for sewage studge usc or disposal promulgated under
Section 405(d) of the CWA. The facility includes a sewage treatment works. This is located in Part E of the
permit with the other sewage sludge requirements.

Sludge Use and Disposal. The VPDES Permit Regulation at 9 VAC 25-31-100.P., 220.B.2., and 420-720,
and 40 CFR Part 503 require all treatment works treating domestic sewage to submit information on their
sludge use and disposal practices and to meet specified standards for sludge use and disposal. The facility

includes a treatment works treating domestic sewage. This is located in Part E of the permit with the other
sewage sludge requirements.

E3/E4. 9 VAC 25-40-70 B authorizes DEQ to approve an alternate compliance method to the technology-
based effluent concentration limitations as required by subsection A of this section. Such alternate
compliance method shall be incorporated into the permit of an Exemplary Environmental Enterprise (E3)
facility or an Extraordinary Environmental Enterprise (E4) facility to allow the suspension of applicable
technology-based effluent concentration limitations during the period the E3 or E4 facility has a fully
implemented environmental management system that includes operation of installed nutrient removal
technologies at the treatment efficiency levels for which they were designed.

Nutrient Reopener. 9 VAC 25-40-70 A authorizes DEQ to include technology-based annual concentration
limits in the permits of facilities that have installed nutrient control equipment, whether by new construction,

expansion or upgrade. 9 VAC 25-31-390 A authorizes DEQ to modify VPDES permits to promulgate
amended water quality standards.

Nutrient Offsets. The Virginia General Assembly, in their 2005 session, enacted a new Article 4.02
(Chesapeake Bay Watershed Nutrient Credit Exchange Program) to the Code of Virginia to address nutrient
loads to the Bay. Section 62.1-44.19:15 sets forth the requirements for new and expanded dischargers, which
are captured by the requirements of the law, including the requirement that non-point load reductions
acquired for the purpose of offsetting nutrient discharges be enforced through the individual VPDES permit.

Permit Section Part IL. Part II of the permit contains standard conditions that appear in all VPDES Permits. In

general, these standard conditions address the responsibilities of the permittee, reporting requirements, testing
procedures and records retention.

23.  Changes to the Permit from the Previously Issued Permit:

a)

b)

Special Conditions:
1} A Nutrient Offset special condition was added to the permit.
2) A CTC/CTO special condition was added to the permit.
3) The licensed operator requirement for the 0.8 MGD flow tier was changed to Class II.
Monitoring and Effluent Limitations:
1} The effluent limits for copper were removed based on the new hardness data and the results of the
Water Effects Ratio Study.

2) The TSS limitations at the 0.8 MGD tier were changed from 10/15 mg/L to 20/30 mg/L. These
values are based on negotiations with the pemittee.
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Variances/Alternate Limits or Conditions:

From: Arkinson.Cheryl@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Atkiuson.cheryl@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2009 2:26 PM

To: Barron, Alex

subject: Re: Water Effect Ratic (WER} for a Virginia Permittee

County of Louisa Regicnal sewage treatment plant (STP) discharge, streamlined water
effect ratio (WER) for copper, NPDES permit VAQD67954:

The Louisa Regicnal STP WER study was conducted to develep a
gite-specific WER for the purpocse of applving the copper water
quality criteria, as defined in 9 VAC 25-260-140(B} .

The study concluded that the final WER for copper at the specified
location is 15%.70, which would result in acute and chronic criteria
for copper of 181.35ug/l and 120.9 ug/l respectively, for the Louisa
Regional STP NPDES permit.

Based on our review of the WER study, we believe that the WER study
could provide a sound scientific rational to support che copper
criteria as applied to the Louisa Regicnal STP NPDES permit. This
review of the WER study and the resulting criteria is subject to any
new informaticn that may arise through the public notice process.
Please note that these comments are preliminary in nature and do not
constitute a determination by EPA under Clean Water Act § 303 ().

Public Notice Information:
First Public Notice Date: 10/15/09 Second Public Notice Date: 10/22/09

Public Notice Information is required by 9 VAC 25-31-280 B. All pertinent information is on file and may be
inspected, and copied by contacting the: DEQ Northern Regional Office, 13901 Crown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193,
Telephone No. (703) 583-3834, alison.thompson@deq.virginia.gov. See Attachment 5 for a copy of the public notice
document. .

Persons may comment in writing or by email to the DEQ on the proposed permit action, and may request a public
hearing, during the comment period. Comments shall include the name, address, and telephone number of the writer,
and shall contain a complete, concise statement of the factual basis for comments. Only those comments received
within this period will be considered. The DEQ may decide to hold a public hearing if public response is significant.
Requests for public hearings shall state the reason why a hearing is requested, the nature of the issues proposed to be
raised in the public hearing and a brief explanation of how the requester’s interests would be directly and adversely
affected by the proposed permit action. Following the comment period, the Board will make a determination regarding
the proposed permit action. This determination will become effective, unless the DEQ grants a public hearing. Due
notice of any public hearing will be given.

303 (d) Listed Stream Segments and Total Max. Daily Loads (TMDL):

The Pamunkey River Basin Bacteria TMDL was approved by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) on August 2, 2006. The TMDL included a waste load atlocation {WLA) for the Louisa Regional Sewage
Treatment Plant (STP) based off their maximum permitted design flow at the time of TMDL completion. In the
original TMDL, discharges from permitted point sources were increased by two and five times the existing permit
levels to determine the effect of possible expansion by current facilities, or the issuance of new permits within the
watershed. The increases did not result in additional exceedances of the water quality standard. Thus, the TMDL
was modified to include this expanded discharge.

TMDL Reopener: This special condition is to allow the permit to reopened if necessary to bring it in compliance
with any applicable TMDL that may be developed and approved for the receiving stream.
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Additional Comments:
Previous Board Action(s): The facility is currently in enforcement due to numerous exceedances of the established

Total Recoverable Zinc concentration as well as operational problems associated with the UV system and the

autosampler. A Consent Special Order has been drafted and will go before the State Water Control Board in
September 2009,

Staff Comments: This permitting action was delayed due to the WER study. The public notice for the reissuance

must also include the information about the WER study and the site-specific copper criteria for this discharge. DEQ
received notice from EPA WQS on July 21, 2005.

Public Comment: DEQ received two comments during the public notice. There was one request for the Water Effect
Ratio study results from Olver Laboratories; there were no formal comments about the content of the study or the
results. The other comment was received from the permitiee on the proposed TSS limits at the 0.8 MGD tier. DEQ
proposed a 10 mg/L monthly average to match the TSS to the BOD concentration since the two are closely related in
terms of treatment. The permittee requested the TSS limits be changed to the Secondary Treatment concentration of

30 mg/L. A compromise of 20 mg/L monthly average and 30 mi/L weekly average with corresponding loadings
was reached.

EPA Checklist: The checklist can be found in Attachment 6.



July 30. 2009

MEMORANDUM

TO: VPDES Reissuance File VA0067954

FROM: Alison Thompson

SUBJECT: Flow Frequency Determination of VPDES Permit No. VAQG067934
Louisa Regional WWTP

COPIES:

The Flow Frequency determination for Louisa Regional WWTP's outfall on Beaver Creek was last conducted in
1993. The determination was carried forward during the 1998 reissuance. Since that time, the data at the two
continuous record gages has been updated and now includes the 30Q 10 determination. There is no current data for
the South Anna River at measurement site (#01671680). In 1993 the flow frequencies at the outfall location were
determined using values at the South Anna River measurement site (#0167 1680} and adjusting them by proportional
drainage areas. The South Anna River measurement site has a 113 sq. mi. drainage area. The reference gage on
Contrary River near Mineral, VA (#0! 670300) has a 5.53 sq. mi. drainage area. Itis staff’s best professional
apinion that the gage on the Contraty River would better approximate the flow frequencies at the outfail location,
since the drainage area for Beaver Creek at the outfall location is 0.57 sq. mi. Based on these facts, the new flow
frequency determination for Beaver Creck at the outfall location is presented below. These flow figures are used
for determining WLAs. '

Contrary Creek near Mineral, VA (#01670300)

Drainage area = 5.53 sq. mi.
Q10 = 0.04 cfs
7Q10 = 0.05 cfs
30Q5 = 0.21 cfs
30Q10 = 0.12 cfs
High flow 1QI0 = 0.64 cfs
High flow 7Q10 = 0.83 cfs
HM = 0.9 cfs

Beaver Creek at discharge point

Drainage area = 0.57 sq. mi.
iQI0 = 0.004 cfs
7Q10 = 0.005 cfs
3005 = 0.022 cfs
300Q10 = 0.12 cfs
High flow 1Q10 = 0.066 cfs
High flow 7QI0 = 0.086 cts
HM = 0.093 cffs

The high flow months are November -March.

Adachmant |
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FRESHWATER

WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALLOCATION ANALYSIS
Fagcility Name: L ouisa Regional WWTP 0.4 MGD Permit No.. VAQD67954
Receiving Stream: Beaver Crack Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)
Stream Information Stream Flows Mixing Information Ffluent Information e SR
Mean Hardness (as CaC03) = mgiL 1Q10 {Annual) = 0.003 MGD Annual - 1010 Mix = 100 % Mean Hardness {as CaC03) = 83 mgll
90% Temperature (Annual) = deg C TQ10 (Annual) = 0.003 MGD L7010 Mix = 100 % 80% Temp {Annual) = 295 deg C
50% Temperature (Yet seasan) = deg C 30010 (Apnual) = 0.078 MGD . 36Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Wel season} » 15 deg C
90% Maximum pii = suU 1010 (Wet season = 0.043 MGD Wef Season « 1010 Mix = 100 % 90% Maximum pH = 765U
10% Maximum pH = SU 30010 {Wel season) = MGD . 30010 Mix = 100 % 106% Maximum pH - £6 58U
Tier Designation (4 or 2) - 1 3005 = 0.014 MGD Discharge Flow * 0.4 MGD
Pubkc Water Supply (PWS) YAN? = n Harmonie Mean = 0,06 MGD
Traut Presant YINT - n Annual Average = MG
Early Life Stages Present Y/N? = ¥
irarameter ackground Walat Qualty Cmera Wasleload Allocations Antidegradanon Baselnt Articegradauon Aligeatnrs Mos! Limiting Allocations ]
lugil Linioss noted; Cane Acute l Chronic: ] 1153 (PWS)l HE Acute 1 Chmmcl HH {PWS}[ HH Acute l Chronic IHH (PWS) HH Acute I Chronml Hit ([PWS) tul Acuto Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Accnapinene c na 2 TE+03 - ne 2 8 +03 - - - - - na 2.8E¥03
Acroloin o na 7 BE 02 - ra 8.41+02 - - - na B.1E+02
Aarplonaric® s pa BEED - na  76F+00 - - - na 7.BE400
Adin © G 300400 na 14003 | 30E+00 na 1 603 - 3.0E+Q0 - na 1.8E-03
Ammena N {mgh)
{Yoany} 0 58aL101 4691 +00 na H8E401 5 0E 00 na - 5.9E+D1  5.6E+00 na
Ammarsa K (mgh}
hagh £ ow) o na4l t01 385 00 na & 5E40 390400 ra R - 6.5E+01  1.9E+00 na -
Arzhracere ¢ na 110" +Gh na 114405 - - - na 1.1E+06
Arsimony G o 430403 - na 4 5E:+03 - - na 4.5E+03
Arsonc o 34107 1HD2 na J4EH07 155402 na - 3.4E402  4.5E+02 na
Banum o na na - - - na -
Bonzere © c na ¢.41:+02 na & oE+02 - ra 8.26+02
Benzmine” o an S4b 03 na 6 7E-03 . - - ns €.2€-01
lenza (2 Brineacena © b na 4 BL: 03 na 5 61:-01 - . - na 5.6E.01
Henso (0] fusranihene © a na 491 01 - na 5 61-01 . - na 6.6E 01
flenzo (k) fuatarthene © U ra 49101 na 5 B 01 - . na 5.6F-D1
Berzo (a pyranc © o na 49801 - na 56501 - na 5.6E-01
1:52 -Crioroainyl t tnar s} na 141101 na 1 4F+01 - - na 1.4E+01
352 Crlaroisoprony | iNGe 3 na 14105 - ra 98F+05 - - na 1.8E+08
tromofarm © na 361103 - na 4 16 +03 - na 41E+03
Butyiensyiphiralale o na 521003 - ra 54 +03 . - na 5AE+03
Cadrmium o azoe 941 01 na 32E+00 9BEO na 3.2E+00  9.8E 01 na
Carbon T'otrachionoe ™ o na 441 104 . ra & 16401 . . . na 5.1E+D1
Criordane © G Jat08 430 03 na 22102 | 2AEFDO 4 5E-D3 na 7 55.07 . .- 2AE+G0  4.3E-03 na 2.5E.02
Chiorae o BBl 10b  2AL405 na 874405 7 31404 na - B.7E+DS  2.3E+05 na
1RC 0 16468 1101 na 196401 130403 ra . E 1.9E+01  11E+O1 na -
Criarabansent ¢ na 215104 - na 2 20404 - e S na_ 226404

paac tof 4
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Parametor Hackgrouns wator Qualty .ntena Wasteload Alioations Antidogradatian Bascting Antidegradation Allocalons __ MostLimiting Allocations o]
{ugh urioss noeo) Cons Acute | Corenc [rocwwsi] 1 Acute_| Chronic | r pwisy|  Hil noste | Grreric | b PwsH _ HH pculo | Cheonc I AL Acuto r;'"’"'c T;“ (PWS) o
Crioromgromemetharna” 0 ra 341407 ne 3 gl 102 . - . na J9E02
Crisrotare: © 5 ca 260 10 na 330404 - - na 3IE+04
2 CrignGe gprinaiona o na 4 34+ 53 na 450103 - ” na A.5E+03
? Criproprarot 0 na 40105 na 418 +02 - - - : na 41E+02
Chiorpyréos ¢ 23 o2 AN02 na §45.02 41102 na . - 3.4E-02 41802 na

Crrommm i [¢] A9+02 6300 na AQL+02 6A4F101 na - 4.9F+02 6.4E+01 nd -
Cnromem Vi 3] 1 6L+ 11+ 01 na 16E+01 1 IE«0Y na - 1.6E+01 1.1E+01 na

Chromium | otar 0 na na L - na b
Chrysene © o na 45101 na 5 6F O - . - - na 56601
Copper b 11501 760400 na 115 +01 T EEOD na 1E+01  T.SE+00 na -
Cyanide o 220101 52k +00 na Fote0s | 726401 52E€00 A 271405 . 2.2E+01  §.2E+00 na 2.2E+05
oo © o na 8 aF--C3 na 9 /603 - - na 9.7e.03
b © o na 591 03 na 68t 03 - - - na 6.8E03
ooy e 0 11,00 1003 na bel.03 | 146408 10803 na 6 603 - - f1E+00  1.0E-03 na 6802
Dometon C 101- G ng 10t--0% na - - - 4.0E-01 na -
Dinerv{a Fantracene © o ra Aok o1 na $6E-D1 . ) .- - na 5.6£-01
{Mouty! prinatate o na 1 7404 . . na 1 2L+04 . - - - na 1.2E+04
Dxhierometranc

(Mothyiane Chionde; © 0 na 165104 . na 18104 .~ . , - . na 1.8E+04
1,7 Hichinropensent 9 na 17 - . na 1 8t+04 . . . - - na 1.8E+04
13 Dicr'crobensone 0 i<} 2 6l:+03 - . na 2 71:+03 - - ni 2.7E+03
1,4 Dicnomue/ene [ na 768403 - na 7 f}:+03 - na 2.TE~03
3.3 Dicniorabaraune® ¢ na Iy na 8 9801 : . .- - na B.9E.01
inchioroaromomettara © g na 461407 . s 531 +07 . - o na 5.3E+02
1.2 Dieroromnanc ¢ 6 fa 9007 ne 103 - - - - na 1.4E+03
1.1 (heroroathylene i ra 1/ 04 na 1 BE +04 . . -- - na 1.8E+04
1,2 trans g.chlaroeinyiore [¢] na 1 4] 405 - . A 1 46408 - -- na 1.4E+05
2.4 Dicn:oropnercl 0 na YR T v - . na B 28 +07 - - - na 8.2E+02
? 4 Bichlorgpnenaxy

acetis acid (7.44)) o na - . na - - - . .- na -

1.2 Dichio-opropane” 0 ra 307 . _ ra ALE102 B - - na 4.5E+02
1.3-Drchiorapropenc C na 171403 - na 1.8£+¢03 -- - - - na 1.8E+03
sielann © ¢ Pa01 G602 na 1O | 24ED1 H6E0Z  na 16L-C3 - - 24E-01  56E02 na 16£-03
Cicthy: Prapalate o} na 1 25-¢D% na 4 215 +05 . na 1.2E+08
™ 2.ithyinaxy! Patraiate - f na b o101 na B Of +01 . - na 6.BE+01
2.4 {emeingipheno [ na 731 +032 na 2 4;.-,03' - na 2.4E+03
Umetryl Prinaaic [ na 29t 06 - - na 3 0F+06 o - - na 3.0E+05
12 0 Bty Prinaiate ¢ na 101404 na 121 v04 - R - - na 1.2E+04
2 4 Dindropheno: 0 ra 141+04 na 1 46 +04 - - - na 1AE+04
7 -Moinyl 4 & Dinr'roprenes [ ra £ 657107 - na 7 SE+0? na 7.9E+02
24 mrergivene © e Aa 51101 ra 1 06407 . - - na 1.0£+02
oxon 237 R

wolracricrodibensa p Al0Xin;

epa) e na 12k 06 - - n& na - - - - na na
1.2 Dipnenyinydra? ise® 0 na b 4f 100 . na 6 PE+00 B . } . . na §.26400
Alphat reosuian [+ 27801 hE-02 na 24607 b 72601 5602 ra 2 &E+07 - - . 22641 6.6E.02 na 2.5E+02
Hala t-ndosullan o 220 H 6102 na 2 4k+02 | 22601 &GE-D2 na 2.5E+02 - - - - 2.2B-01 5.6E-02 na 2.5E+02
I"ndosuian Sutato b na 2 41402 - - na 2.6 +02 - - - na 2.56+02
i nann v 86i 07 el o7 ra Bl 0% 8702 36802 na 8 401 - B.TE-02 3.6E 02 na B.4E-01
¥ mare A'dehyae 12 na a1 ot ' na @ al-01 - - na Bglilﬂ__

naan 2 of 4
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{'arameter Background water Qualty Critona Wastoload Allocatons Antdegragation Dasoline . Antglegragavon Allecations | M@)L@itinMns

(L@ uniess ralea) Conc. Acute I CRronic llul(i’WS) Firt Acute l Cnmni:l HH (PWS}E FiH Aculo l Chronic IHH (PWS}[ HId Acuto l Chron\c] HH (PWS) 1441 Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS)T HH ]
i thylbenzene o ra 2 GE+04 na 3G 1 04 - - na 3.06+04
b lugranthend o] “a 570407 na 281 402 - na 3.8E+02
biggrens 1 na 14k 04 na 1 4t_+04 - - - na 14E+D4
| paming Agonis o ra na - -- n& -
Cutnian [ 101 o7 na 100 02 na . - 1.0E-02 na -
Hoptachior a h%i 0% 38103 na 2103 | sz et 3803 na 241,08 - s.2E:01  1.BE-03 na 2.48-03
i{optachiar i-poxao® 0 LI o1 34502 na 111 03 s21: 91 3802 na 13k 03 - 5.2E-01 3.8E-02 na 1.3E-03
| lexacHiorobensane™ [ na IR na 8o 03 - na 8.9E-03
+iexachlorcbutaiena” c na 504407 na 5 Bi"+02 . . - na 5.BE+02
Hexachiorocydohexane

Alpha BHC o na 1380 . na 1 5i 01 - - . na 16801
Hexachlorecyclehaxano

Bota BHCE o na 46F 01 . na 53501 _ - - na 5.3€-01
ilexachiorocyclohoxant

Gamma i31C° (Lindang) 0 6 uk a4 na na 63 01 G601 - na .20 D1 - 9 6E-01 - na 7.26-M
t{exachiorocytiopentad.enc a na 17k 0d na 1 81-+04 - - - na 1.8E+04
Haxachloroonane” a na B 9L 0} na 101 402 - - - ne 1.0E+02
Hydragen Sulfide ¢ 7 OFe00 na 7 0EA00 na - - - 2.0E+00 na -
Indono {12 3.ca] pyrene © a s 490 M na 56 01 - - - na 5.6E-01
iron 3] na na - - - na

isopnerana® 0 na 561 404 na A 0h 504 . . - na 30E D4
Kopone a Dol 100 na 00k 00 na - - D.0E+00 na -

1 eag Iy 43¢ 01 P70 na 9.46+01 11104 na - - 9.4E+01  1.9E+01 na E
Maiaiean G 10i. 1 na - 100 D1 na - . . - 1.0E-01 na --
vianganose a nn ra - - - - na

Marcury G 1aLA0D 0 O na b 0? | 141400 18I0 na 5 3102 - 1.4E+00  7.8E01 na 5.3E.02
Methy: isromide 9] na 401403 - na 41403 . . - na 4.1E+02
Methoxyoniar 4 3ok o2 na 30t-02 na - . - 3.0E92 na -
Mirex 0 00t +00 na 0 0iZ+00 na . - . 0.DE+00 na -
Manaericrohensenc c na 24004 na 221 +D4 - - na 2.2E+04
Nickal o L1 11t +01 ny 456003 | 168407 1 VL0014 na 4 BE103 - - 15E92  1.7E+ na 4.BE+03
MNilrato {as N) o] na - na - - - - na

Nurobenene o na 19F4G3 na 201403 - - na’ Z.0E+03
N -Nrtrosoumat nyianine® 0 na 811101 . na g 3k4+01 . na 9.3E+G1
H Nrosaoiphenyiamse” o na 18107 R na 1 BEHAD? . . na 1.3E+02
N hatrosed: n propylaring” G na 44801 R . na 1 BL 01 . . na 1.6E+01
P aratmon o § 5. 07 4 31- 07 na 65E.07 7302 na - - - 6.5E-02 13E02 na -
PCH-0N8 c 14t 02 na 1 4502 ra . . - 1.4£-02 na -
PCR1724 c 146 02 na 1 4F 02 na . . B . .- 1.4E-02 na -
BCI3- 7737 |+ 141.07 na 1 4E-07 na N - - - 1.4E-02 na -
POH1242 o i4 07 ra 1 4102 na - - - 1.4€-02 na -
PCH 1948 0 144 02 na - 1.4L-07 na . . . . - 1.4E-02 na

PPCH 1204 G 3 al .07 na 1 4E-02 na - - 1.4E.02 na -
#CH 1760 a 14 07 na 1 4102 na - - - 1.4E-02 na -
e taal® Iy na 14 03 . na 2 0E.02 . . - L . na 2.0E-03

7i30{2009 704 'M



Parametar liackground § water Quaily Criena Wasieload Allocations Antigegradation Basaling Antidegradation Alocations Ll . Most Limiting Allocations |
{5g/ unless rofed) Cone Arute | Chrenc !,HH U’wsﬂ )ird Acuta [ Chronic l HH (Pws;l HH Acule | Chranic lHn (Pwsﬂ iH Acule l Cnmn.ci 1414 (PWS) L Acuie J_Chrnnir. L HH [PW3) l HH ]
Pentachiorophenoi © 0 Gol o7 SQEo0?  ma 8280 | BEED2 b0R02  ra 94D - - 6.6E-02  S.0E02 na 24E+0)
Phenol o - ra A6E106 na 4.8F +06 - - - - na 4.8E+0B
fryronc n na 1 1k +04 na 541104 - - - na 1.1E+04
Ragonut.oes (it
pxcepl Belairalon) 0 ra na - - N na
{31055 Alpha Acthaty o “a 150101 fa + &6F 101 - - na 1.6E+01
i3cta and 1otor Aciivily
{mrenvyn 3 ra Al§ 100 ns PRI ) - - na 4.1E+00
Stront..nt 90 u na 6 Mi-+00 ‘na B3l 100 - - na 8.3E+00
s 6 na 200 04 na 2 9004 - - - nd 2AE+04
Selenium [ 70001 A0L0Q na 144+04 | POL+D1 5 DE+00 ra 1117+04 - - - 206401 5.0E+0D ns 1,1E+04
Siver ] 750 +00 na PR . na - 2.5E+00 - na -
Sufale [ ra na - - - . o na -
1.1.2 2 jetrachicrooinanc” 0 . ra 140002 . na 4 3502 - . . . - na 1.3E+02
Vetrachiorapinylenc” o na 890401 B na 1002 . . - - na 1.0E+02
Thaium o ra 631400 - na 650100 - - - na 6.5E+00
foluana Q na 204 +Ch na 211405 . . .- na 21E+05
Toial gissclved souds I na na - - - na
Toxaphene © o 13 6 700 04 na {503 | 7401 200-04 na B6i-03 7.4E-01  2.0E08 na B.6E-03
Irimutyin ¢ A8 01 3t 0z na 45101 B3t 07 na 4.6E-01 8.3E-02 na -
1,2,4-Vnenioronenzene o na G abaP na g /{102 - .- - na 9.7E+Q2Z
117 Ingrioroptrane® 4 na 421 402 na A8-+07 . . - - na 4.BE+02
Leenjoractnyiee © c na  81k02 na §3L102 - - - na 8.35.+02
246 !rororopnene: a ra & 51 +0% ra 751401 - - na 7.5E+01
21744 |rchoropneroxy)
propion e acd ($vex) o ra - - na - - - - na -
Vieyl Crvonaa® 1} na G 1M — na £ ofm - - - na 7.0E+01
Aine . 1 O g0 100 102 na §ob-+64 | 10802 1 0F2 na 1 1E+04 1.0E+02  1.0E+02 na 7E+(4 j
Notes NMelat 1 arget Valuc {$51V) t note dn nol wse Of 'S .ower 1nan tro
1 Ab corcontraions Xpressod s MCTaprams/inr [l 1NIEss roted CiNCTwSa Antimany 4.5¢ 103 menemiert ('8 provided  ugerey
2 Iischarge flow s rgnesl meathly avarago of | orm 2C maxmum tor indusinas and design flow for Mumcipals Arsonic 9 1E10% ol no
3 Motals moasared as [Lsspived, LNioss specilicd otherw. 5o tiaruim A
4 G inckcals A caTCnagenic parameter Cadmiam 501 01
5 Rogular WiAS arg Mass DAances (minJs backgrowd conceriration} using tne % of steam tiow entared above under Mixing informanan Chromium i 381N
Antioegradalion Wi As gre based upon 2 compietn mx Grromium Vi B 4t +00
5 Astcog Haseng (€ 25(WQC - packground cone ) + background cone ) for acute ang Chrome Coppor 4 58100
{0 T}WQOC . hackgroul a ¢ong ) 4 Dakgraund cone ) for Auman heaith fron na
7 W1 As ostabishes at the fo.owing slieam fows Q10 fac Acute. 36Q10 for Chrare Armania, Q10 for Othor Ehronic, 30Q5 for Nen-cascinGgens, | and 6 4t 100
Hrarmonic Mean for Carenogons, and Ann.al Averags tor Dk Mixing ratins may be substituled for stream flows where apprapriate Mapganose ra
Morcury 53 02
Nickel 100101
Soieraum 30f G0
Sawor 106400
£ing a0 14 a

ann A oA

MS TRAN I (graft x}400000 [ -reshwator Wi As

13002009 - 204 P



- o = . e

WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALL

FRESHWATER

OCATION ANALYSIS

Facility Name. Louisa Regional WWTP 0.8 MGD Permit No.. VACDE7954

Recaiving Stroam’ Beaver Creek Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)

Stream Information Stream Fiows Mixing infarmation ‘ Effluent Information [ —
Mean Hardness (as CaC03) = mgil. 1010 (Annual) = 0,003 MGD Annual - 1Q10 Mix = 100 % Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 83 mgft

90% Temparature (Annual) - deg G 7010 (Aanual) = £.003 MGD . 7010 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Annual) * 26 deg C
90% Temperature (Wet seasan) - deg C 30010 (Annual} = 0.08 MGD - 30Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Wet seascn) - 15 deg C
90% Maximum pH > sU 1010 (Wet seasen) = 0042 MGD Wet Season - 1010 Mix = 100 % 90% Maxiroum pH = 765U

10% Maximum pH = su 300110 {Wet season) .08 MGD - 30010 Mix ® 100 % 10% Maximum pi = su

fier Designation (1 ar 2) = 1 30GQ5 = 0.014 MGD Discharge Flow = 0.8 MGL
Public Water Supply (PWS) Y7 - n Harmonic Mean = 006 MGD

Trout Present YINT = n Annual Average = n/a MGD

Early Life Stagcs Present ¥INT = ¥

Parameier Nackgrourd Water Quaity Gotora wastcload Allecalions Antacgradation llasaing Antidegragation AlIGEUGTS Most Limiting Allacations -1
[t urress noiod) Gonc Acule | Chronc Il!li {PWS) 1H Acute lChmmcl HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic lHH (PWS)] Hi Acute i Cﬂfﬁf‘--‘ci HH (FWS) HiH Acute I Chroni¢ l HH 'PWSlT_ HH_
Aconapinenc G na 271, v0% ne 274403 - na 2.7E+D03
Agralen Q na 7 Bi+07 na 7 9C 102 - na 7.3E402
Acryla ¢ na € 51100 ra £AR00 - na 7.AF+00
i © 0 301 100 - na 1ar 03 | 308400 na 15003 - . - 1.0E+0D na 1.5E.83
Ammora N fmgh; .

{Yearly) 0 LAl 15t 41800 na bOb+D1 A61:¢00  na - §9E+01 46E+00 na -
Ammarn.g N (mgh)

{ivgn i ow} Q LBALS01 FQBEO0 na 61E+01 [.8E+00  ma - - §.4E+01  T.8E+DO na -
AntRracere o a 11F 105 na 11 +05 na 1.1E+05
Aruniony o na 437403 na 4,41 403 - - - na 44E+00
Arsenic o B4l Q7 1hb002 na 347402 151402 na 34E+02  1.5E+02 na

lafium G na na . - na

nensene ® v ra 7t a2 na  46l407 - na T.8E+02
fansa et 0 na b 93 na 58003 na 56803
Biense (e} antrracene o na A% 01 na 5301 - na 5.3E01
Rorén () tuorartheo © ) na Aal- a1 - . Py 5 301 - - na §.3E-01
Aanza (k} fluaranthene © a na 401, 01 na & 3k 01 . - - na 5.3E.01
Benzo {a) pyrona © ¢ ra Ack o . na b 35 01 - . . . na 5.3E-01
[is2 Chigreothyt btrer 0 na 1 &i-101 - na 1 A+ - - na 1.4E+01
4152 Crioraisapropy! | thar 0 na 1 7Es08 - . na ) - ni 17605
tiromatorm © 0 na 3BH03 - na 3 0E403 na 3.9E +03
Butylnon/ylptnalate o na 5.2k103 - - na 5 3E403 - - na 6.3E+03
Cagrms,m ¥ 3200 g A 0t ra 32E400 98D} ra - 3.2E+00 9.8E-01 na -
Carban lolracronad ™ s na £ 4F +D1 " nB & D1 - . na 4.7TE+01
Chigrgana ¢ I 24100 A3 03 na 2807 7 4k+00 4303 na 2 AL 02 24€+00 43R03 na 2.4E-92
Crarae ] 86t 40y 2?3105 na g6 +08 730405 na . N 8.6E+06 2.3E+05 na

1RC [+ 16E 101 1D na 1EE0T 1 na - 1.9E+07  1L1E+0Y na
LC,_Nwobnmr:".a U na 771404 na 2,11 +04 . ._/ na 2.1E+04_
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IParameter Background Waler Quanty Caleria Wasteload Aliocatons Antidogradation Baselne Amrdegradaticn Atiocalions | Most Limiting Allocations
{ugit unless nateo) cong Acate Chrona Ilm IPWS) Fite Acute ! Chmn::] HH (PWS) Ui Acwia { Chraric lilil (PWS}I HiL Acita }ﬂonici 1 {PWS) 1t Acule | Chranic HH (PWS) HH
Crigroanramomehanc” o : na 3.60.107 ra 31402 - - - na 3TE+02
Choraform © 0 na 298 +04 na 311104 - - - na 11E+04
?.Chtaronaphthalena 0 na 431103 ra 4.41.+03 - - . - - na 44E+03
2 Cnioraproncd Q na 408407 . na A4.1F 402 - - na 4.1E+02
Chiorpyrdos G " 02 11 07 0a - 8302 41102 na . - . B.3E-02 49F02 na -
CRromieT 1 T 49(102 H3IL0Y a1 AGH102 6.4 +01 na - - 4.9E+02 6.4FE+01 ana -
Chromm VI o 16101 401 na 16REE0% 1 108 na E - - 166401 L1EsY na

ChramiLm  lata 0 ra .- na - - - na -
cnrysere © n na 45001 na 5 301 . - - - na 5.3E-01
Cappor 3 LR LR i 6T 100 ra 1 1E+01 7 6E00 na - 1.1E+04  T.GE«0D na -
Cyanige o 7 2b:01 520 A na 29405 | 7212401 H2E+00 na 7 2E+05 2.2F+01  5.2E+00 na 2.2E+05
npi ¢ 6 na g4t 03 na o0t 03 -~ na 3.0E43
s ° ca 8903 ra 63103 - na 5.3E-03
o o 11000 100 O3 ra 59i.03 | 11k+00 10003 na 6 31:03 1.1E+00  1.0E03 na £.3E-0)
Demeton 0 101 0% na 10t 01 na - - 1.0E-01 na -
fpengda aniracene " o na aqt 01 na 5 3504 - - na 5.3E-01
Diouy. phtnaiate [ na 14 2Lt04 na 120404 - - na 1.26+04
henforomeatnanc

{Metnylen Grionde} ™ "] na 1 Gl:104 na 1/L+04 - - na 1.7E+04
1,2 I3ichiorobenzent [+] na 1 04 - na 4 FE +04 - - - na 1.7/E+D4
1 3-Dichiorepansone Q na 7 B¢ 103 - - na 2 6003 - B - - - - ni 2.6E401
1.4 Dickoroberzong 0 na 7 6£+03 - na 2 61:+03 - - - - - na 2.6C+03
3.3 Dignlorabenaane™ o na 7 fE04 . - na - a.38.01 . . . - - na 8.3E01
Iyenierocromemethans o na 4 6§:+02 - - na 4 9F.+02 - - - - na 4.9E+02
1.7 Dickioroarhane © o na 89002 . na T - - - aa 1.1E+03
1 1.Bicnioroettylonc a na 1 75004 - na 1 /5404 - - - [} 17E+04
+ 2 yans chiorosthyerc 4 ra 1 4l +0h - na 1 4iz+ 05 - - - - - na 1.A4E+08
? 4 hicnlorophenal o na 761002 . na 8 4k.+02 - - - na 8.0E+02
2 4 Dichlorcpranoxy

goatic acd (2.4 1) C ra - na - .. - - na -

3 7 Duhiorapiopanc” o ra 3 84107 na 4 26402 - R - - na 4.2E402
3 3Mcinicpropene g na 171103 - na 175403 - - - - na 176403
Iaann 0 74t 01 H6L 02 na 1403 | 24FE 07 L8102 na 1 5603 - - 2.46-01  5.6E-02 na 1.5€-03
ey Phirgaie [} na 12108 - na 12 +0h - . - - na 1.ZE+05
{31 2 |- ihyincxy: #hiraiato ¢ I+ na 50101 . na & 3t +01 - - na B.AE+01
7.4 Deronyiphendi o na 2 3£.+03 - na 7 3E+03 - - - na 2.3£+403
imetryt Prinatate 0 na 7 9Lr06 . na 306106 - - na 3.0E+06
i N Byt Sntnaiate a na 126404 - na 1 2E+04 - - - na 1.26+04
2 4 Dowrophoenal ¢ na 5 41104 - - na 1 4E+04 - - - .- na 14+
2 Methyt 4.6 iindreprencs 1} ra 7 8bt. 102 na 7 BE+02 - - - na 1.8E+02
2.4 Dinicotoluona © o na 9 16401 - na 9 8E+G1 _ - " . - na 9. 8E+01
Dioan 2343

telracrigmmoensa § Qaxn)

[{:H o na V2t 06 - na na - - - na na
1.7 Giphenyinyarasmnc” o na 541100 ; na 5§ BLH00 " . ~ _ . na 5.8E+00
Alpha i.roosatian o 720 01 LG OP ra 2402 | 72:01 56E.02 na 7 ar402 - - - 22601 6.6ED2 na 2AE+02
tbata i .ndosailan o 221 41 bBI-02 ra 24f ¢0? | 22.01 S6R-O2 na 2 4E402 - 22604  6.6F-02 na 2.4E+02
Fndosuitan Sultate 0 na 241402 - na 2 4F402 . - - na 2.4E+02
I'ndrin C G 07 36U D7 na 801 | 86L 02 36E02 na 82601 - - 8.66.02 36E02 na B.2E-01
i ndnn Aldehyde & na 817 D1 - .- na 8 2. -01 - - na 8.2E-01
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firarameter Hackgrouna watar Guaity Crirena Wasteloa Allocations Artidegradation Bascine Antgagradation Aiocations j Mot Limitmg Anotations
ugh unioss roteg; Sonc rowts | Covome [F1LGTWS]] i roue | Crrone | Hi ews)| e | Chrorle [t ewsy]_kin Ao | Crroric [ 1t wwsy| et | Acute crronic | HH(PWS] |
i InyIDonYEE 2 & 76 04 ra 300104 - - - na
i worartheno u na A7 07 na 3aLQ2 - - - na
I ILefene [H - 14104 na 1 40104 - - - na
1 garung Agenis 5} Y A . - - na
Gudinan G 10i. 02 na 10t 02 na - - 1.0E-02 na
- teptachior © ¢ 570 01 38wy ca 71603 | w2 01 38003 e 2347 03 52E01 3.AE03 na
vfaptachior i-poses” ¢ sy 3BLO3 ng 1area | sono1 3BLD03 na 17 03 - 52601 38E-03 na
\igxaehlorobensnne’ s ~a 7103 na 8 3F 03 . - - - - na
Herachiorobutaniona” o na 50 02 s 541,102 - na
HaxachiorocyciChe tane

Alpna-BHC” 0 na 13500 na 14001 - - - - na
vjexacriofacyciohoxant

Acta-pHC" o na 460 01 na a9k 01 - e
1 loxachlorocyelonexano

Gamma irC" ( 0ane) 7 a0t na ra 6.0 | 980 na 68+.01 - - 3.5E-01 na
aXachioMEYCIopRNtsd one ¢ na 171 04 na 1T 04 - "
-joxaghinroetnare” T na 8 0E +0t na 3.8 +01 - - - na
ryarogen Salfico [+ 20 (0 ra - 2 00 +00 na - - - - 2.DE+0C na
inaenc ( 7.3 coj pyrere o na FE-o - na 5 301 - - na
ron i na na - - - - na
sopnororc® n ra 26t 104 ra 2B - - - - - aa
Kepore o 00«00 na £ 0L +00 na - - . - - 0.0E+00 na
.cad 0 93 10% YA na Q4401 1 1Hv01 na - - 9.4E+G1  1.4E«0) na
Moathion 0 101 0t na 101,01 na . - - . - 1.0 na
Mangancse o na - na - - - - - na
Morcury 0 jap00 /e na S4B D7 | 145400 VVEO% na b 2402 - - 1.4£400  7.7EO01 na
Meinyi Bromice 3 ’ na 401103 na 411,403 - b na
Motnoxycrior 0 30 07 na gl 02 na 3.0E-02 na
Mirex o aot Qo na - 0 0L+00 na - - - 0.0E+00 na
Monachiorobens ant G na 21104 na 21504 - - - it}
nicke! o 160 1A001 0B agq03 b 166002 17EIOT N 5 (603 - - - - 1.6E+D2  1.7E+01 na
Nrtrate {as W) 4 ra - - na _ - - - na
NHroborAone c na 191103 - ra 1 8103 - na
N tetrosadirathylamee’” a na 8 §t-104 . na PR . . - na
N Nsirosoc:pnenymnurn" v} na 1 BE:¢G2 .. na 1 7E+02 . - na
 Nitrgsoo-n progyiasung” o na 14k10% . na 3 5E401 - na
Paratron 0 65 Q13102 ra askE07 13002 na - - §5E02 13E.02 na
PCI 1046 G T4l 07 ra 1402 ra - 3.4E-02 na
aCE 1P o 141.07 na - 1 4F 0% na 1.4E-02 na
PGH 1737 G 14k 02 ra 14002 M - - - 1.4€ 02 na
PCI3 1242 o 140 02 na - 1 4802 na - - 1.4E-02 na
PCR-1748 o 141 Q2 ra 1 4E.-02 na - - - 1.4E 02 na
PGB 1758 5 14t 07 na 1 4502 ra - - 14E-02 na
ACH 1260 1] 14102 na 1 4E-§2 na - . . 1.4E-02 na
e i otal® 0 ra 1 /i 03 - na 48E03 - - na

e

]

HH
A.0E+04
3.HE«D2

1.4£+04

2.3€-02
1.2€.03
BIEQI
5 4F+02

1.4E-01

49601

6.8E-01

1.7E+D4
9.6E+1

5.380%

2.8E+04

5.2E-02
A.1E+03

2.1E+04
4.7E+03

1.98+03

8.7EHM
1.TE+02
1.5E+01

1.8E-03
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Framalnr Jarkground Walor Qualty Criforia wasteload Allocatians Antidegradation Basoiine Antidegradation Alocatons Most Limiting Adfocations |
Gl unipss ~otag] Conge Atule | Crrane IHN ;PWS)I Hi | Acutg ] Cnrgn.c! Wi [pws]! HH Acutc 1 Chronic ]nri ;PWS)l HH Acute ] CnrnT&c[HH (PWS]] 144 Acutc Chronic HH {PW3) HH
Peatacnioropnano’ © G 03 e 03 sa 870401 | f0003 SBEO3 nma RALAOI - - - ‘ 77603 59603 na 8.85+07
Fnencl s na ABLI0G ra 470100 - - na 476208
yrene o na 111 104 na 115104 - - na 1Fs04
RAMCRuLLLnS (P
except [3ota/thotan} e na na . - - na -
Gross Asha Actuily G ra 150 +01 na 150101 - - - na 1.56+09
Hela ara inetan Achuty
ey o na 40100 na 41F+00 - - - - a3 41E+00
Strantim § 0 na 8 0i-+00 na & 1t +00 . . - na B1E+00
Intim d ra 70k 104 na 208104 - - - - na 20E+D4
Selenum G 20k 101 5 0k 100G na 1104 | 2 0H+D1T §0H400 na 1101 +04 . - 2.06+01 B5OE+00 na 1.1E+04
Saver G 7 nt (GO na 7 5L +0G na - - 2.56+00 - na -
Suifal Q na na . - na -
1127 Tevachiorownane” o na 107 ra 121402 - - - - na 1.2E402
[etrachioroptnyiera® o na 85t +0% na 5.6E+01 . - - - na 9.6E+01
1 naltizr 0 na € 3F H00 - na 6 41400 - .- . na 6.4E+00
Toluene a na 20FCs - na 2 0i:r05 - - - - - na 2.0E+05
i otal dissoived SoUds 0 “a na - - - - = na -
Toxaghera * 0 /3Lt 2004 na 75003 | 13807 20604 na 8.1E-03 - - - 73801 20804 na B.1E.03
Iripuryitin 0 46l 01 63 @? na 46001 B3F02 na - - - - - - 46601 GIEDZ na -
5 2.4 Trichiorobersene o na gabHo? na 9.6k 02 - - - na 9.6E+02
1,5 2. irerisroathane” o na AZEA0P . na 4 5¢+02 . - na 4.5E+02
incrlorocryiane © s g B na B /b +02 B . . - na B.7E+D2
2 4 6. |rerioropnonst ~ 5 ra & 50 +01 B . na .01 0 ; . - - na 7.0E+01
7 (2445 incniorophanasy)
prapioric asid {Sivex) G ra - na R - - . - . na
visgt Crvionds” bl na 61101 na 568:+01 - - - na 6.BE+0"
/e L SCHI02  1GLeO2 na 6Gi04 | 10E«D2  10U+D2 na 7 OE+04 - - - 1.0E+02 1.0E+02 na 7.0E+04
Notes Motal larget Vakio (§51V) Mot Go 1ot Lsa Ot 's owdr than w"e
1 AY canceniralons eXoressed as rmicrograrsfilar (ugh). .niess noted olherwise Anlimonry 4.4¢103 L Qs privded moagency
7 thscnargo fow 15 Mghost monthly avarage ar | om 2C maximum for Industnes and dosgn fow for Municipats Arsenic g 0L 01 g AN
3 Malals measurad as [issolved, unioss specitoq otheowise Ranum na
4 "CUinaicales a carcinegeme paramater Cadrmum 58101
5 Reguar Wi As art MBS Daiances (Minus background cancontrabion} using 1N % of strearm tow onlered abova unior Mixing tnformation Chromium bt 380001
Artidegradalion Wi AS AF0 DRSO Lpon 4 complole mia. Chromum Vi &4l 00
6 Antiaog. Rasekne (0 2HW0RC Lackground Gone ) « Dackgrouna cant } for acute and chronic Coppor 450100
19 HWOE  packgraund Conc ) @ Rackground cnng ) tor fuman heaith fren na
{ WL A5 aslabisned al sho forowing stream lows 1(31C for Acute. 30010 for Chranm Ammonia, /310 for Dihar Chroric, 36Q5 for Non-carciNogens. Laad 64 +00
Larmong Mean for Carinogens BAG ARtual Avarage for Diaan  Mixing ratos may be sunstrutod for stream fiaws whore apprapreate Manganasc na
’ Morcury %01 07
Nickel 100+
Salopurm 301 16D
Siver 101 100
L ALinG A4.0F +01

nann 4 of 4

MSTRANTI (draft k) BOOOOCMGTY | reshwaier Wi AS

7{30iP000 208 PM



Lovisa Reglonal Sewage Treatment Plant
VPDES Permit No. VA0067954 (proposed modification)
tovisa County Water Authority

Hardness Analysils Results

At several times over the last year {once in the spring and over a period of
several weeks in the fall/winter) additional hardness samples were taken by plant
staff af the Louisa Regional facility to determine the mean hardness level in the
final effluent. The results of the 2006 testing are summarized below. Asindicated,
the average hardness was 83 mg/l. The effluent number used in the original draft
permit was 39 mg/l. We ask that the effiuent hardness value be changed to
reflect the current data and the metals limits recalculated.

sample Dale | Hardness mg/i
14-Apr-06 57
12- Nov-06 43
1 4-Nov-06 35
14-Nov-0é 238
19-Nov-0é 169
21-Nov-06 55
23-Nov-04 44
25-Nov-06 40
10-Dec-06 63
Average B3




78
73
7.2
7.2
74
7.4
7.3
7.5
7.5
75
7.4
7.5
7.5
74
7.5
73
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.3
7.4
7.5
7.3
7.5
7.5
7.5
7.8
7.7
7.5
7.7
1.7
7.5
7.7
7.6
7.5
76
76
7.5
78
76
7.5
7.6
7.5
76
7.5
7.4
7.6
7.5
7.7
7.7
7.5
7.5



75
7.6
7.6
76
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.7
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.3
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.5
75
7.9
7.5
76
7.5
75
7.6
7.5
7.4
76
7.5
7.8
7.5
75
7.5
75
7.5
7.8
7.5
8.2
8.4
8.1
7.1
74
7.4
7.4
7.1
7.4
7.4
7.3
7.2
7.4
74
7.4



74
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.5
75
7.4
7.3
73
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.5
75
74
75
75
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.5
7.5
786
7.5
7.7
7.4
7.5
7.5
76
75
7.7
76
7.4
7.5
7.5
75
7.5
75
71
7.4
7.5
7.3
7.2
7.3
7.3
7.9
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.5



7.4
74
7.5
74
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.3
7.3
74
74
7.4
7.3
7.5
7.5
7.5
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.5
71
72
7.2
72
7.2
7.2
71
7.3
7.3
7.2
7.3
7.4
74
7.3
7.3
7.4
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.3
74
7.4
7.5



74
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.4
7.4
7.3
74
7.5
75
7.5
74
7.3
7.3
7.4
76
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.2
72
7.1
T
7.3
7.3
73

7.1
7.2
7.2
7.3
7.1
71
7.4
74
7.3
7.3
7.5
15
7.4
75
74
7.3

7.3
74

7.4
73

7.5

7.5

74

73



74
7.4
7.3
7.3
7.5
7.2
7.2
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.5
74
7.4
T4
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.3
7.4
7.4
75
7.4
7.4
71
7.2
71
7.2
71
7.2
76
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.4
7.3
7.4
71
7.4
7.4
7.5
74
7.3
7.2
7.4
75
7.4
7.3
7.3
7.3



7.3
7.4
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.5
74
7.3
76
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.2
7.2
7.4
7.4
7.5
75
74
7.3
7.4
74
7.5
7.5
7.3
7.5
7.5
7.5
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.3
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.3
7.3
7.4
7.5
7.4
7.4
7.4
7.3
7.2
7.4
75
74
75
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90th percentile pH
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Mixing Zone Predictions for Louisa Regional

Effluent Flow = 0.8 MGD

Stream 7Q10 = .003 MGD
Stream 30Q10 = .078 MGD
Stream 1Q10 =.003 MGD

Stream siope = .001 ft/ft
Stream width =12 ft
Bottom scale = 2
Channe! scale = 1

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 7Q10

Depth = 3608 ft
Length = 4253 ft
Velocity = 2871 fi/sec

Residence Time =.0171 days

Recommendation:

A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 7Q10
may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q10

Depth =381 1t
Length = 405.61 ft
Velocity = 2972 fi/sec

Residence Time = .0158 days

Recommendation:

A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q10
may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 1Q10

Depth = 3608 ft
Length =4253ft
Velocity = 2871 ft/sec

Residence Time = 4115 hours

Recommendatiorn:

A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 1Q10
may be used.

Virginia DEQ Mixing Zone Analysis Version 2.1



7/24/2009 8:16:38 AM

Facility = Louisa Regional WWTP
Chemical = Copper

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 18135

WLAc = 1209

QL =1

# samples/mo. =1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 10

Expected Value = 12.9658

Variance = 24,9254

C.V. =(0.385053

97th percentile daily values = 24.3514
g7th percentile 4 day average = 18.2282
g7th percentile 30 day average= 14,6803
#<Q.L =0

Model used = lognormal

No Limit is required for this material
The data are:

11
29
13
11
12
12
8

8

10
16

Attachment 4



4/11/2007 11:27:21 AM

Facility = Louisa Regionai 0.4
Chemical =Zinc

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 100

WLAc = 100

QL =20

# samples/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 22

Expected Value = 119.170

Variance = 3462.92

C.V. = 0.493801

g7th percentile daily values = 254.067
97th percentile 4 day average = 182.825
97th percentile 30 day average= 139.380
#<Q.L = 1

Model used = delta lognormal

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daity Limit =100
Average Weekly limit = 100
Average Monthly Limit = 100

The data are;

170
11
100
160
150
260
90
140
100
140
90
150
80
150
180
140
130
60
50 Attachment D

60
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119
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4/11/2007 11:27:38 AM

Facility = Louisa Regional 0.8
Chemical = Zinc
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 100
WLAc = 100
QL =20

# samples/mo. = 1
# samplesiwk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 22

Expected Value = 119.170

Variance = 3462.92

C.V. = 0.493801

g7th percentile daily values = 254.067
97th percentile 4 day average = 182.825
97th percentile 30 day average= 139.380
#<Q.L. =1

Model used = delta lognormal

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =100
Average Weekly limit = 100
Average Monthly Limit = 100

The data are:

170
11
100
160
150
260
90
140
100
140
90
150
80
150
180
140
130
60
50
60



60
119
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12/31/03 6:37:56 AM

Facility = Louisa Regional STP
Chemica! = Ammonia as Nitrogen (Winter)
Chronic averaging period = 30

WLAa = 18.86
WLAc = 4.39
QL =.2

# samples/mo. = 12
# samples/wk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value = 9

Variance = 29.16

c.v. =0.6

97th percentite daily values = 21.9007

g7th percentile 4 day average = 14.9741

97th percentile 30 day average= 10.8544
#<Ql. =20

Model used = BPJ Assumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit = 8.8575717100976
Average Weekly limit = 6.4788150239553
Average Monthly LImit = 4.82587038174656

The data are:



12/31/03 6:37:20 AM

Facility =Louisa Regional STP
Chemical = Ammonia as Nitrogen (Summer)
Chronic averaging period = 30

WLAa = 17.16
WLAc = 2.04
QL. =.2

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value = 9

Variance = 29.16

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 21.9007

g7th percentile 4 day average = 14.9741

g7th percentile 30 day average= 10.8544
#<Ql. =0

Model used =BPJ Assumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 4.1 1604699056927
Average Weekly limit = 3.01065663983344
Average Monthly Limit = 2.24254568992323

The data are:



4{12/2007 9:49:15 AM

Facility = Louisa Regional 08
Chemical = Ammonia as N (Nov-Apr)
Chronic averaging period = 30

WLAa = 61
WLAC =78
QL. =02

# samplesimo. = 12
# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value = 9

Variance = 29.16

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 21.9007

97th percentile 4 day average = 14,9741

97th percentile 30 day average= 10.8544
#<QL =0

Model used = BPJ Assumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 15.7378267286472
Average Weekly limit = 11.51 13342111279
Average Monthly Limit = 8.57443940264764

The data are:

Attachment C
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4/12/2007 9:49:44 AM

Facility = Louisa Regional 0.8
Chemical = Ammonia as N (May-Oct)
Chronic averaging period = 30

WLAa = 59
WLAC = 46
QL. =0.2

# samples/mo. = 12
# samples/wk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value = 9

Vartance = 29.16

CV. = 0.6

g7th percentile daily values = 21.9007

g7th percentile 4 day average = 14.9741

g7th percentile 30 day average= 10.8544
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJ Assumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit = 9.28128242971503
Average Weekly limit = 6.78873556040874
Average Monthly Limit = 5.0567206733563

The data are:
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Citizens may comment on the proposed reissuance of a permit that allows the release of treated wastewater into a
water body in Louisa County, Virginia and to seek comment on a proposed Water Effect Ratio (WER) study for that
same water body.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: [Date], 2009 to 5:00 p.m. on {Date}, 2009

PERMIT NAME: Virginia Pollutant Discharge Efimination System Permit — Wastewater

Owners or operators of municipal facilities that discharge or propose to discharge wastewater into the streams, rivers
or bays of Virginia from a point source must apply for this permit. In general, point sources are fixed sources of
pollution such as pipes, ditches or channels. The applicant must submit the application to the Department of
Environmental Quality, under the authority of the State Water Control Board.

PURFOSE OF NOTICE: To invite the public to comment on the draft permit.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT: Louisa County Water Authority
P.O. Box 9, Louisa, VA 23083

NAME, ADDRESS, AND PERMIT NUMBER OF FAGILITY: Louisa Regional WWTP (VAD0B7954)
131 Pine Ridge Drive, Louisa, VA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Louisa County Water Authority has applied for a reissuance ot a permit for the
Louisa Regional WWTP in Louisa County, Virginia. The applicant proposes to release treated sewage at a rate ot up
to 0.8 MGD into Beaver Creek in Louisa County that is in the York River watershed. A watershed is the land area
drained by a river and its incoming streams. The sludge will be disposed of through land application on 48 acres of
land owned by Mack Houston and tand owned by Charles Winston. The permit will limit the following poltutants 1o
amounts that protect water quality: Flow, pH, Dissolved Oxygen, Total Suspended Solids, Carbonaceous Biochemical
Oxygen Demand, Total Recoverable Zinc, Ammonia as Nitrogen, and E. coli. The permit will contain monitoring and
annuat concentralion limits for Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus. This facility is subject to the requirements ot &
VAC 25-820 and has registered for coverage under the General VPDES Waiershed Permit Regulation for Total
Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus Discharges and Nutrient Trading in the Chesapeake Watershed in Virginia.

WATER EFFECT RATIO STUDY: The Louisa County Water Authority conducted a study to develop a site-specific
WER for the pumose of applying the copper water quality criteria, as defined in ¢ VAC25-260-140(B). The study

concluded that the final WER tor copper at the specified location is 15.70, which result in acute and chronic copper
criteria of 181.35 ug/L and 120.9 ug/L respectively, for the Louisa Regional WWTP VPDES permit.

HOW A DECISION 1S MADE: After public comments have been considered and addressed by the permit or other
means, DEQ will make the final decision unless there is a public hearing. DEQ may hold a public hearing, including
another comment period, it public response is significant and there are substantial, disputed issues relevant to the
proposed permit. If there is a public hearing, the Stale Water Control Board will make the final decision.

HOW TO COMMENT: DEQ accepts comments by e-mail, fax or postal mail. Ail comments must be in writing and be
received by DEQ during the comment period. The public also may request a public hearing.’

WRITTEN COMMENTS MUST INCLUDE:

1. The names, mailing addressas and telephone nurnbers of the person commenting and of all people represented by
the citizen.

2. |f a public hearing is requested, the reason for holding a hearing, inciuding associated concemns.
3. A brief, informal statement regarding the extent of the interest of the person commenting, including how the
operation of the facility or activity aftects the citizen.

TO REVIEW THE DRAFT PERMIT AND APPLICATION: The public may review the documents at the DEQ-Northern
Regional Office avery work day by appeintment.

CONTACT FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS, DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
Name: Alison Thompson

Address: DEQ-Northern Regionai Office, 13801 Grown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193
Phone: {703) 583-3834 E-mail: alison.thompson @deq.virginia.gov Fax: (703) 583-3821

Adament 5




Revised 272003

State “Transmittal Checklist” to Assist in Targeting
Municipal and Industrial Individual NPDES Draft Permits for Review

Part I. State Draft Permit Submission Checklist

In accordance with the MOA established between the Commonweaith of Virginia and the United States Environmental
Protection Agency. Region 1L, the Commonwealth submits the following draft Nationa! Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit for Agency review and concurrence.

Facility Name: Louisa Regional WWTP
NPDES Permit Number: VANGTI4
Permit Writer Name: Alison L. Thompson
Date: 7/30/09
Major [ | Minor [ X ] Industrial [ ] Municipal [ X }
LA. Draft Permit Package Submittal Includes: Yes No N/A
1. Permit Application? X
2. Complete Draft Permit (for renewal or first time permit ~ entire permit, including boilerpiate X
information)?
3. Copy of Public Notice? X
4, Complete Fact Sheet? X
5. A Priority Pollutant Screening to determine parameters of concern? X
6. A Reasonable Potential analysis showing calculated WOBELSs? X
7. Dissolved Oxygen calculations? X
8. Whole Effluent Toxicity Test summary and analysis? X
9. Permit Rating Sheet for new or modified industrial facilities? X
LB. Permit/Facility Characteristics Yes No | N/A
| Is this a new, or curtently unpermitted facitity? X
2. Are all permissible outfalls (including combined sewer overflow points, non-process water and X
storm water) from the facility properly identified and authorized in the permit?
3 Does the fact sheet or permit contain a description of the wastewater tieatment process? X
4 Does the review of PCS/DMR data for at least the last 3 vears indicate significant non- X
compliance with the existing permit? Problems with Zinc
5. Has there been any change in streamflow haracteristics since the last permit was developed? X
6. Duoes the permit allow the discharge of new or increased joadings of any pollutants? X
7. Does the fact sheet or permit provide a description of the receiving water body(s) to which the
facility discharges, including information on low/critical flow conditions and X
designated/existing uses?
| 8. Does the facility discharge to a 303(d) jisted water? Impairment downstream X
2. Has a TMDL. been developed and approved by EPA for the impaired water? X
b. Does the record indicate that the TMDL development is on the State priority list and will X
most fikely be developed within the life of the permit? Already approved
¢. Does the facility discharge a poliutant of concern identified in the TMDL or X
303(d) listed water? !
9. Have any limits been removed. or are any limits less stringent. than those in the current permit?
10. Does the permit authorize discharges of storm water? X

Aacnment 6



l LB. Permit/Facility Characteristics — cont. Yes No N/A
[1. Has the facility substantially enfarged or altered ifs operation or substantiatly increased its tlow e
or production?
12. Are there any production-based. technology-based eftluent limits in the permit? X
13. Do any watet quality-based effluent Timit calculations differ from the State’s standard policies X
or procedures? WER approved by EPA Standards 7/21/09
\74. Are any WQBELSs based on an interpretation of narrative criteria? X
15. Does the permit incorporate arny variances or other exceptions to the State s standards or X
regulations? WER approved by EPA Standards 7/21/09
16. Does the permit contain 2 compliance schedule for any limit or condition? X
17. Is there a potential impact L0 endangered/threatened species or their habitat by the facility’s x
discharge(s)?
18, Have impacts from the discharge(s) at downstream potable water supplies been evaluated? X
19. Is there any indication that there is significant public interest in the permit action proposed for X
this facility? .
20. Have previous permit, application, and fact sheet been examined? X




Part I1. NPDES Draft Permit Checklist

Region 111 NFDES Permit Quality Checklist — for POTWs
{To be completed and included in the record only for POTWs)

11.A. Permit Cover Page/Administration

Yes

1. Does the fact sheet or permit Jescribe the physical location of the facility, including latitude and
longitude (not necessarily on permit cover page)?

No N/A

5. Does the permit contain specific authorization-io-discharge information (from where to where,
by whom)?

IL.B. Effiuent Limits — General Elements

No

1. Does the fact sheet describe the basis of final limits in the permit (¢.g-, that a comparison of
technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limit
selected)?

3 Does the fact sheet discuss whether “antibacksliding” provisions were met for any limits that
are less stringent than those in the previous NPDES permit?

ILC. Technology-Based Effluent Limits (POTWs)

Yes

I. Does the permit contain numeric limits for ALL of the following: BOD (or alternative, e.g.,
CBOD, COD, TOC), TSS, and pH?

2. Does the permit require at least 85% removal for BOD (or BOD alternative) and TSS (ot 65%
for equivalent (o secondary) consistent with 40 CFR Part 1337

a. If no, docs the record indicate that application of WQBELSs, or some other means, results in
more stringent requirements than 8505 removal or that an exception consistent with 40 CFR
133.103 has been approved?

3. Are technology-based permit limits expressed in the appropriate units of measure (e.g.
concentration, mass, SUy?

4. Are permit limits for BOD and TSS expressed in terms of both long term (€.g., average
monthly) and short term (¢.g., AVErage weekly) limits?

5. Are any concentration limitations in the permit less stringent than the secondary treatment
requirements (30 mg/t BODS5 and TSS for a 30-day average and 45 mg/t BODS and TSS fora
7-day average)?

a. If yes, does the record provide a justification (e.g.. waste stabilization pond, trickling filter,
etc.) for the alternate limitations?

1.D. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limits

No N/A

1. Does the permit include appropriate limitations consistent with 40 CFR 122.44(d) cOvering
State narrative and numeric criteria for water quality?

2. Does the fact sheet indicate that any WQBELSs were derived froma completed and EPA
approved TMDL?

3. Does the fact sheet provide efftuent characteristics for each outfall?

4. Does the fact sheet document that a ~reasonable potential” evaluation was performed?

a. If yes. docs the fact sheet indicate that the “reasonable potential” evaluation was performed
in accordance with the State’s approved procedures?

b. Does the fact sheet describe the basis for allowing or disallowing in-siream dilutionora
mixing zone?

. Does the tact sheet present WLA calculation procedures for all poliutants that were found to
have “reasonable potential™?

P B B o T

d. Does the fact sheet indicate that the ~reasonable putential” and WLA calculations accounted
for contributions frum upstreaimn SOUrces (i<., do calculations include ambient/background
concentrations)?

e. Does the permit contain numeric effluent limits for all pollutants for which “reasonable
potential” was determined?

3



11.D. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limits - cont. Yes No N/A
5. Are all final WQBELSs in the permit consistent with the justification and/or documentation X
provided in the fact sheet?
6. For all final WQBELSs. are BOTH long-term AND short-term effluent limits established? X
7. Are WQBELs expressed in the permit using appropriate units of measurg (e.g.. Mass, X J
concentration)?
r& Does the record indicate that an “antidegradation” review was performed in accordance with the X 4\
State’s approved antidegradation policy?
11.E. Monitoring and Reporting Requirements Yes No N/A
1. Does the permit require at least annual monitoring for all imited parameters and other X E
monitoring as required by State and Federal regulations? IR
a. If no, does the fact sheet indicate that the facility applied for and was granted a monitoring S
waiver. AND, does the permit specifically incorporate this waiver? T
2 Does the permit identify the physical location where momitoring is to be performed for each X Y
outfall? Y
3. Does the permit require at least annual influent monitoring for BOD (or BOD alternative) and X ‘
TSS 1o assess compliance with applicable percent removal requirements?
IT. Does the permit require testing for Whole Effluent Toxicity? X :{
ILF. Special Conditions Yes No N/A
\ 1. Does the permit include appropriate biosolids use/disposal requirements? X
|—2_. Does the permit include appropriate storm water program requirements? X
ILF. Special Conditions - cont. Yes No N/A
TS. If the permit contains compliance schedule(s), are they consistent with statutory and regulatory X
deadlipes and requirements?
4. Are other special conditions (€.8., ambient sampling, mixing studies, TIE/TRE, BMPs, special X
studies) consistent with CWA and NPDES regulations?
5. Does the permit allow/authorize discharge of sanitary sewage from points other than the POTW X
outfall(s) or CSO outfalls [i.e., Sanitary Sewer Overflows (880s) or treatment plant bypasses}?
6. Does the permit authorize discharges from Combined Sewer Overflows (CS50s)? X
a. Does the permit require jmplementation of the “Nine Minimum Controls™? X
b. Does the permit require development and implementation of a “Long Term Control Plan”? X
¢. Does the permit require monitoring and reporting for CSQ events? X
L‘f._ Does the permit include appropriate Pretreatment Program requirements? X
ILG. Standard Conditions Yes No N/A |
1. Does the permit contain all 40 CFR 122.41 standard conditions or the State equivalent (or X "
more stringent} conditions?
List of Standard Conditions — 40 CFR 122.41
Duty to comply Property rights Reporting Requirements
Duty to reapply Duty 1o provide information Planned change

Need to halt or reduce activity
not a defense

Inspections and entry
Monitoring and records

Transfers

Duty to mitigate Signatory requirement Monitoring reporns
Proper O & M Bypass Compliance schedules
Permit actions Upset 24-Hour reporting

Other non-compliance

Anticipated noncompliance

5 Does the permit contain the
stringent conditions)
new industrial users [40 CFR 122.42(0))7

additional standard condition {or the State equivalent of more
for POTWs regarding notification of new

introduction of pollutants and




Part I11. Signature Page

Based on a review of the data and other information submitted by the pe

records generated by the Departmen

checklist is accurate and complete,

to the best of my knowledge.

Division and/or made available to the Department/Division, the information provided on this

rmit applicant. and the draft permit and other administrative

-

Name Alison L. Thompson

Title Enviropmental Specialist 1
Signature

Date i !3 2 /" 1




BASIS FOR CONVENTIONAL POLLUTANT EFFLUENT LIMITS - 0.40 MGD FACILITY

These limits (10 mg/l CBOD;, 30 mg/! TSS, 6.0 mg/l D.0.) were established based on the site
inspection report dated July 21, 1994 and a memo entitled “Dry Ditch Discharges and Other
Waters Not Easily Modeled” (2/17/95) from Larry Lawson, P.E. and Alan Anthony, Ph.D. to
Frank Daniel. Attached to the memo is another memo entitled “Permit Limits for Waters not
Easily Modelable” (1/20/95) which describes the effluent limits required for swamps or marshes.
The site inspection report dated 07/24/94 from Lisa Buffin, verified the “swamp-like” nature of
Beaver Creek about a quarter to one-half mile downstream of the discharge due to obstructions
caused by beaver activity. The 1/20/95 memo did not indicate a required TSS limit so the federal
effluent requirement of 30 mg/1 will still apply.

Ammonia limits are calculated based on a 100% complete mix assumption (see attached
correspondence between Lisa Buffin and Dale Phillips). Beaver Creek is not “swamp like” at the
point of discharge and thus a “mixing zone” was allowed for Ammonia. The Ammonia limits for
the 0.4 MGD facility are further detailed in Attachment E of this Statement of Basis. A new
evaluation of data indicates that ammonia limitations could be increased; however, since TKN
must be controlied at 3.0 mg/! or less, backsliding prevents this from being implemented. The
monthly maximum limitation has changed to weekly average; however, this represents the same
statistical evaluation of information. The permittee has been meeting existing ammonia
limitations.

Antidegradation Status: The receiving stream in the vicinity of the subject discharge has been
evaluated in accordance with OWRM Guidance Memo No. 93-015. This permit action does not
involve a new discharge or an increase in flow from an existing discharge. Consequently, non
further evaluation is necessary.

Arochment 7]



- MEMORANDIM
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Valley Regicral Office

116 North Main Street P. O. Box 268 3ridgewater. VA 22313

SUBJECT: Inspection of Beaver Creek
Louisa Regional STP Dischdrge
VPDES Permit No. VAO067954 - Louisa County

TO VRO File .
FROM: Lisa Buffin - VRO, DEQ L4
DATE: 07/21/94

COPIES: B. K, Fowler, L. M. Simmons

On July 8, 1994, Keith Fowler and I inspected Beaver Creek to
ascertain the need for stream monitoring as required by the current
Louisa Regional STP permit. The permit requires that a plan be

Mr. H. Barlow Delk, the General Manager of the Louisa County Water
Authority, disputed the need for stream monitoring because of the
alleged naturally low dissolved oxygen (D.0.) in the creek. Mr.
Delk and Mr. David Jones (operator) were present at the inspection.

Beaver Creek has a 7Q10 flow of 0.008 MGD. Tanyard Creek
flows through a section of golf course and then enters Beaver Creek
just below the discharge. Icepond Creek subsequently enters Beaver
Creek on the opposite side. Filamentous algas were present in both
Beaver Creek just downstream of this junction and Tanyard Creek
upstream. After its confluence with Tanyard Creekx and Icepcnd
Creek, Beaver Creek flows through 2 very small section of golf
course and then enters a wooded area where beaver activity is
evident. Although Beaver Creek is a defined channel, the site
inspection confirmed that it is nct modelable since there are
significant flow obstructions due to the beaver activity.
Historical data also exist regarding the presence of beaver dams
and other obstructions (DSWI memo dated 12/15/82),

Although the 1584 permit had a stream menitoring requirement,
it was never implemented due to STP performance problems (fact
sheet, 1989 permit). Monitoring data were first submitted in June
of 1989. The data from June 1989 to November 1989 indicate a lower
average D.0Q. concentration upstream than downstream. Two upstream
D.O. concentrations (3.9 mg/L daily average, 3.8 mg/L minimum} and
none of the downstream concentrations violated the Water Quality



Inspection of 3eaver Creek
July 21, 19%4
Page 2

Standards (WQS) during this pericd. (WCS = 5.0 mg/L dail
2.9 mg/L minimum). These data are summarized on -“ha att
The 03/29/89 permit required cnly downstream D.C. monitoring
cetween April and October. Thus, no upstream data are available
for comparison after November 13983. Deownstream data indicate
cseveral D.0O. wviolations. These data (04/05/90-05/30/94) are
summarized as follows:

i
o

Viplations of WQOS Minimum Concentration

07/22/91 10:45 am 3.8 mg/L
09/16/91 11:00 am 3.0 mg/L
10/28/91 11:15 am 3.4 mg/L
10/25/93 11:00 am 3.3 mg/L

Violations of WOS Daily Average Concentration

07/15/91 11:45 am 4.2 mg/L
: 4:15 pm 4.2 mg/L
Average 4.2 ma/L

09/16/91 11:00 am 3.0 mg/L
3:45 pm 5.6 mg/L

Average 4.3 mg/L

10/28/91 11:15 am 3.4 mg/L
3:35 pm 4.5 mg/L

Average 4.0 ma/l,

10/25/93 11:00 am 3.3 mg/L
4:15 pm 5.6 mg/L

Average 4.4 ma/L

The site inspection supported the conclusion stated in the
1393 fact sheet that the STP does not appear to be exacerbating the
cccasional downstream D.O. vioclations. The low D.O.s and the D.O.
fluctuations could result from the beaver impoundments and
raturally low velocity cenditions; algal activity; and organic and
rutrient inputs from leaves and runoff, as well as the STP
discharge. The STP is possibly contributing a higher BOD load than
any other source, although the average effluent cBOD concentration
from January 1990 through June 1994 is 4.7 mg/L (range = 2.1 mg/L -
10 mg/L}. There were no effluent D.0O. violations (permit limit =
6.0 mg/L) during this period. The high quality of the effluent
data and the proximity of the downstream monitoring station provide
very strong indications that the problem is not the BOD and D.O.
concentrations of the effluent, Other D.0O. demands on the stréam



Inspection of Beaver Creek
July 21, 1994
Page 3

cculd include resident algae (there possibly frem nutrient enriched
conditions) and settled organic matter.

From the inspection and the data available, the actual scurce
of the low D.0. concentrations has yet to be determined. It is
reccmmended that the STP conduct downstrean monitering of Beaver
Creek with control stations upstream in Beaver Creek, Tanyard Creek
and Icepond Creek in order to exclude itself as the possible
source. : :

Plans for STP expansion are underway. Based on the current
quality of the receiving stream and the unmodelable condition
downstream, we plan to assign "swamp limits* (10 mg/L cBOD, 10 mg/L
TSS, 3 mg/L TKN) to any proposed expansion unless an approvable
model is submitted by the permittee to indicate that alternative
limits would protect downstream water quality.
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HEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF BERVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

116 North Main Street P. 0. Box 268 Bridgewater, VA 228

SUBJECT: MIX.EXE Program - Louisa Regional STP Permit Modification
VPDES Permit No. VA@®67954 '

TO: Dale Phillilps

FROM: Lisa Buffin
DATE: @5/19/%85

COPIES: File

Per my telephone call to you today, here are the specifications whicl
were entered into the MIX.EXE program for the above referenced
facility: :

Name of Discharger: Louisa Regional STP
7Q10 stream flow: 2.2078 MGD
19010 stream flow: 2.0065 MGD

BEffluent flow: @.2¢ MGD (existing)
@.40 MGD (proposed)
‘Stream slope: @.0905 fr/ft
Stream width: 1 foot
Stream roughness: 2
Meandering: 1 (until confluence w/Tanyard Branch)

I have attached the MIX.EXE result. These estimated values are only
applicable to Beaver Creek at the point of discharge. I inspected t}
stream in July of 1994, Please note that two other streams (Tanyard
Branch and Icepond) enter immediately below the point of discharge.
The stream then becomes unmodelable/swamplike downstream due to beave
activity.

I have encountered this problem before with a similar stream (one wit
very low 7Q1@ £flow). Could you please explain what is cccurring?

It appears that the flow from this facility entering such a small
stream would result in a 100% complete mix. Please review this
information and provide me with your comments (by FAX if possible} at
your earliest convenience so that I may continue permit processing.
Thanks.



The specifications you have entered leads to a stream that is

too narrow and deeg for this rogram to estimate mixing,
e.g. The width is less than 19 times the depth

Check Kour input data and if it is correct, contact
Dale Phillips in OWRM (527-5076) for assistance

C: \MENU\MIZ>




~~VIMONWEALTH OF ™’ XGLNIA
'DEPAR. .MENT OF ENVIRONN._..xTAL QUALITY

Water Division
4900 Cox Road $.0.Box 13009 clen Allen, Virginia 23240

MEMORANDUM

subject: Louisa Mixing

Teo1t Lisa Buffin
Promt M. Dale Phillips .
Datel ‘May 22, 1995

Coplen:

There is no problem with your amalysis., I am familiar with the strean
in gquestion and your inputs are 0.K. The results you experienced are
due to the assumptions made during developuent of the program. It was
assumed that streams would be wide relative to their depth and the
program uses a ratio of 10:1 to check this assumption. In this case,
the program, appropriately, found that the width is less than 10 times
the depth and did not run, I agres that this accurate for this
stream. I do not have a modal that will provide a reasonable
prediction for this extremely small strean.

R.gardini this particular situation, mixing assumptions should not
maks a significant differsnce because the strean flow is sc low
compared to the affluent that the =ffluent will have to meet or be
extrenmely close to the applicable standards at the pipe and.

Based on my personal knowledgs of the stream and the discharge in
queation, I would raecommand that jou apply a cormplata mix assumption
to evaluate this discharge.

Ralative to your general guestion abcut small streams, recall that
this model neglects initial mixing. This means that ns hydraulie
distinction is made betwsen the two atreans and mixing is due entirely
to ambient turbulence. The raesult of this treatment iz that it will
require the same distance for a snall stream to mix with a large
effluent s roguired for a small affluent to mix with a large strean.

This may lead to relatively large errors in estimating mixing
distances where the strean’s flow is very, very small. However, the
error will prokably not be any lerger than estimatea of velocity and
flow in thesa streams.

In gensral, the WLA should nct be significantly wrong due to these
errors because of the general unimportance of mixing in these yeIY
amall streans. If the impact doss become significant, then it is
often easy to sufficiently demonstrate the actual mixing in these
streans with a few nilliliters cf dys and visual observation.



Public Notice — Environmental Permit

PURPOSE OF NOTICE: To seek public comment on a proposed permit from the Department of
Environmental Quality that will allow the land application of biosolids in Louisa County, Virginia.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: August 1, 2013 — September 3, 2013.

PERMIT NAME: VPAQO074 - Virginia Pollution Abatement (VPA) Permit issued by DEQ, under the
authority of the State Water Control Board.

APPLICANT NAME AND ADDRESS: Louisa County Water Authority, PO Box 9, 23 Loudin Lane, Louisa
VA 23093

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Louisa County Water Authority has submitted a permit application that
would authorize the land application of biosolids to 554 gross acres on 4 sites in Louisa County. The
biosolids will be land applied as a fertilizer at a controlled rate in accordance with a nutrient management
plan that will be developed for each site. The applicant proposes to utilize biosolids on farmland without a
discharge to surface waters.

Biosolids land application is currently authorized under the Virginia Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (VPDES) Permit VAQ067954 issued by DEQ. Upon the effective date of the proposed VPA
permit, the VPDES permit will be modified; transferring biosolids land activities to the VPA permit.

HOW TO COMMENT AND/OR REQUEST A PUBLIC HEARING: DEQ accepts comments and requests
for public hearing by e-mail, fax or postal mail. All comments and requests must be in writing and be
received by DEQ during the comment period stated above. Submittals must include the name, mailing
address and telephone number of the commenter/requester. A request for public hearing must also
include: 1) The reason why a public hearing is requested. 2) A brief, informal statement regarding the
nature and extent of the interest of the requester or of those represented by the requestor, including how
and to what extent such interest wouid be directly and adversely affected by the pemit. 3) Specific
references, where possible, to terms and conditions of the permit with suggested revisions. A public
hearing may be held, including another comment period, if public response is significant, based on
individual requests for a public hearing, and there are substantial, disputed issues relevant to the permit.

CONTACT FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS, DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
The public may review the draft permit and application at the DEQ-Northern Regional Office by
appointment, or may request electronic copies of the draft permit and fact sheet.

Name; Beth Biller

Address: DEQ-Northern Regional Office, 13901 Crown Court, Woodbridge, VA 22193

Phone: (703) 583-3896  E-mail: elizabeth biller@deq.virginia.gov  Fax; (703) 583-3821
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